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'P A p T1STS 
VINDICATED 


GROUNDLEss CHARGES, &'c. 


Great deal hath been ſaid, on the 
Ordinance of Baptiſm, by many ; 
relating buth to 8 Subjects of it, 
and the Mode of its Adminiſtra- 
tion: And, therefore, it is not to be thought 
that much new can be offered, on an Argu- 
ment, which has been fo often canvalled. 
For which Cauſe, ſome may think, that I 
now Engage in a needleſs Undertaking : But, 
as I have Reaſons for it, which are fatisfactor; 
to my own Mind, I ſhall not make the Jeaſt 
Apology, tor the following Lines. 
The Author of a Pamphlet, lately publiſhed, L 
untitled, The Baptiſt againſt the Baptiſt, &c. 
propoſes to prove, that the Antipzdo-Baptiſts 
imagine, that Believers Baptiſm, by Iinmer- 
B lion 


— — — — — — — 


CCC 


r ay #2” 


rr r . us on a eo REES r 
N . © 


4 = a” We 
* i . e — 
. ·WW P ̃² UU «²ꝗ» . ] àj3'—ñ EO CCC 


2 


The Baptifts vindicat lt 

ſion, is a Cauſe of Juſtification, before God, 
That the Mode of Baptiſm is not dipping, but 
ſprinkling. That the Antipædo- Baptiſts are 


ſenſual, aud have not the Spirit, becauſe they 


do not admit unbaptized Perſons, into Com- 


munion with them. — Laſtly, that they are 


Deiſts, or guilty of Deiſm. If they are, woe 
be unto them, and away with them then. 
1. He undertakes to prove, that the Anti- 


pædo-Baptiſts think, that Believers Baptiſm 18 


a Cauſe of their Juſtification, before God. His 


Opinion is, that this is Dr. Gill's Sentiment. 


Strange indeed! Who would have thought 
it? J am perſuaded, that no Man, who. is 
acquainted with his Writings, will ever think 
fo, befides Mr. Eliringham. Let us ſee upon 


what Ground it is, that he imputes this Notion 


fo him. In an anonymous Letter, which he 
now acknowledges to be his, he obſerves that 
Dr. Gill ſays, @ Man is to be Juftified, in re- 
nouncing Infant. Baptiſin, becauſe it 1s a buman 
Invention *; which evidently means, a Man is 
to be vindicated, in renouncing an Error, when 
he is convinced of it. If Mr. Eliringham, 
cannot diſtinguiſh this, from the Juſtification 
of a Man's Perſon, before God, others can 
and will. But if this will not ſerve his Pur- 
poſe, he hath ſomething more to offer, to 
tupport his Charge, v/s. The Doctor ſays of 
Baptiſm, it 7s of Uſe to lead the Faith of God's 
Pe le to bis (Chriſt's) Blood and Righteouſneſs, 
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from ſome groundleſs Charges, &c. 3 
for Pardon, and Juſtification, This, no more 
than the former, proves what he aims at. 1 
will not multiply Words, on a Matter, which 
is ſo plain, that no intelligent and attentive 
Perſon can miſtake upon "it, however this 
Writer came fo groſsly to miſtake herein. 
The Spirit leads, or directs the Saints effici- 
ently; Miniſters direct them inſtrumentally; 
and evangelical Inſtitutions, as Means ap- 
245g by. Chriſt, unto that important End, 

lead, or direct Believers to lock unto his 
Blood and Righteouſneſs, for Pardon, and 
Juſtthcation. That is the Cauſe of Juſtifica- 
tion, to which the Believer looks, not that by 
which he is directed to the Act of looking, 
which is molt caſy to be e of. 1.1 tall 
only obſerve, that Mr. Eiltringhom, through 
Inadvertency, docs infinite D. „ ak to the 
Bleſſed Spirit, in calling him @ Neau in gan- 

Junction with the Word *. The Holy Spirit is 
not a Mean in conjunction with the Word; 
but an efficient Cauſe, working by the Word. 
As the Charge of this Error upon us, is 
without F oundation, it 1s needleſs to contider 
the Arguinents, which are brought, to con- 
fute it. I therefore paſs to another very ſcuey e 

Charge, which he exhibits againſt us. 
I. He fays, that we are Senſual, and bun Wo 
not the Spirit, becauſe we. do net admit thoje u. 
differ from us, in ihe Pont of Baptiſm, tits G 
munion +, This extremely Pas 5 Cenſute, ef- 
| B 2 | fees 


The Doctrine of Believers) Rapriſm, Se, p 19. 
The Baptilt and the * Sc. p. 6. + Lid, p. 24. 


11 
il — — The Baptiſts vindicated 
of fects only a Part of the Baptiſts: For ſome 
bs of them, receive ſuch into Fellowthip, who 
if are not of their Sentiments, in this Parti- 
1! cular. Mr. Eltringham is a Member of ſuch : 
ft a Congregation of Baptiſts. And, as to thoſe : 
by who are not of this Latitude, if they are 4 
if miſtaken in their Apprehen ſions, 1 hope they 5 
* are not ſenſual and deſtitute of the Spirit of I 
N God. It is great Uncharitableneſs, to think, 2 
18 merely on this Account, that they are Mockers, 3 
| and fuch as walk after their own ungodly Lifts. : 
|! Perſons of that Sort only, the Apoſtle 2 |: 
intends. This Writer thinks himſelf unkindly I 
" treated, becauſe he hath been charged with I 
[|| Ignorance, Stupidity, Sc. But far greater Se- 43 
| verity he uſes interpretatively, though not in- I 
18 tentionally, towards others, who differ from 43 
him. A Man may be weak in his Intellects, 3 
and, in the Manner of his Arguing, diſcover 3 
much Iznorance, Stupidity, Sc. and yet be a 3 
real Chriſtian : But Mackers, and ſuch as walt I 
after their own ungodly Lujis, who are ſenſual, A 
and have not the Spirit, they muſt be utter q 
Strangers to true Chriſtianity. I cannot allow vg 
myſelf to think, that this was his real Inten- 3 
tion ; but he applies the Apoſtle's Words, 3 
which are plainly expreſſive of a State of Ke 
Unregeneracy, unto regenerate Perſons, be- \ 
cauſe he is of Opinion, that they have not the 4 
Mind of the Spirit, in that Thing, whereof 
he treats, which if true, they have the Spirit, 1 
though not the Mind of the Spirit, in that 
particular Point. Perhaps, Mr. Eltringham ; 
11 | himſelf 
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from fome groundlefs Charges, OE... 
himſelf may not have the Mind of the Spirit, 


in every thing, which he holds; but becauſe 


he is miſtaken, in ſomething, and hath not 
the Mind of the Spirit in all Things, which 
he believes, it would be ext emely ung, ON 
that Account, to fay, that he is ſenſual, and 
hath not the Spirit. That would be a fad 


Miſapplication of the Apoſtle's Words * 


whereof he will do well to think. 

He preſents us with a View of Mr. Bunyan's 
Reaſons againſt making Baptiſm, a Term of 
Communion. It muſt be allowed, that he 
was a Perſon of an extraordinary Genius, had 
a curious Invention, great Grace, and a lurge 


Stoch of ſpiritual Experience; all which, his 
various Works abundantly teſtify, But it is no 
Detraction from Its real Worth, to ſay, that 
he was not eminently qualified for polemical 
Writing. I cannot but confeſs, that I think, 


there is no Diſagreement, between the ſtrict 
Baptiſts, and others, who difter from them, 


_ reſpecting the Subje& and Mode of Baptiſm, 


in this Matter; for both make Baptiſm a 


1 of Communion. In that they are fully 


reed, Their Difterence hes wholly in this : 
The Baptiſts, apprehend, that Infant-Baptiſm 
is not agreeable to the Inſtitution of Chriſt, 


and, therefore, is invalid. Other Chriſtians 


think, that the Baptiſm of Infants, is Chriſt's. 
Appoiatment, and, therefore, valid. The 
latter may admit ſuch into Communion with 
them, who have been baptized in their In- 


fare, conſiſtently, with their Opinion, of the 
Neceſſity 
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6 i The Baptifls vindicated 


Neceſſity of Baptiſm, in order to Church- 
Communion. But the former cannot, becauſe 
they eſteem Infant-Baptiſm invalid. And, 


conſequently, they onght not to be cenſured 


by their Brethren, who agree with them, that 


Baptiſm is neceſſary in order to Church-Fel- 


4 for denying Communion to thoſe, 
who will not ſubmit to Baptiſm, when adult, 
becauſe they are of Opinion, that Baptiſm in 
Infancy is invalid. Their Brethren would act 


as they do, if they thought Baptiſm in Infancy 
invalid. For what Reaſon, therefore, they 


ſhould be repreſented as RO, Sc. I 


cannot apprehend, at leaſt by thoſe, who 


think, that Baptiſm ought to 4 a Term of 
Communion. 


Their Miſtake can only he this even in the 
Opinion of their Brethren, that Infant-Baptiſm 


is invalid, and not that Baptiſm ought to be 


2 Term of Chriſtian Communion : For that 


is alſo their Sentiment. Mr. Bunyon' s Argu- 
ments, if they prove any thing, it is this: 
That Baptiſm, infant, or adult, ought not to 
be made a Term of Communion : : Or, that 


Believers, as ſuch, ought to be received by a 


Chriſtian Church, although they were not 
baptized, in their Infancy, nor are willing to 


ſubmit to Bapuſm, upon their Converſion; 
which cannot be pleaſing, either to Pædo- 
Baptiſts, or Antipzdo-Baptiſts, who think, 


that Eaptiſm is prerequifite to Chriſtian Com- 
munion. If Saints, as Saints, are to be re- 


ccired, into Chriſtian Churches, for which 


Mr. 
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from fume groundleſs Charges, &c. 7 
Mr. Bunyan pleads, then it is not requiſite, in 
order to their Admiſſion, that they ſhould 
have been baptized in their Infancy, or when 
adult, upon a Profeſſion of their Faith. And, 


indeed, this is the true State of the Caſe, re- 
S lating to Communion, mixt, or ſtrict, vis. 
Whether Perfons for, and againſt Baptiſm, 
infant, and adult, may Jawfuily unite in 


Chriſtian Fellowſhip ; and not whether ſuch 


as are for Baptiſm, in Infancy, and thoſe, 
who are for Baptiſm, upon a Profeſſion of 


Faith, may incorporate together, as a Church. 
Thoſe of the Pædo-Baptiſts, who will deny 
this, are no more {or Communion with Sat, 
as Saints, then the Antipedo-Baptiſts are, who 
cannot admit fuch into their Communion, that 
have had no other than infant Baptiſm, be- 
cauſe they think that invalid. That Perſon 


who will not join in Chrifttan Communion, 


with a Believer, who hath not been baptized 
at all, may pretend, that he is tor having 


Fellowſhip with Saints, as Sainis; but his 


Practice contradicts that Pretence, for he re- 


quires ſomething more than true Grace, in 


order to it, vis. Baptiſrr:, cither infant, or 
adult. : 


A due Conſideration of theſe Things, will 
| be ſufficient, to prevent an angry Reſentment, 


m unprejudiced Minds, againſf the Baptiſts, 


who cannot join in Chriſtian Communion, with 


Perſons, who hive had only infant Baptiſm, 


which in their Account is invalid. This Matter 


hath been improved very much, by many, to 
Ml their 
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2 We Raprifis vindicated 

their Diſadvantage, On account hereof they 
have been repreſented, as narrow, ſiraight-laced, 
and zwnchoritable, and as thinking themſelves 
more holy than other Chriſtians: With what 
Juſtice it is not difficult to determine. Thoſe, 
who thus cenſure them, think, as they do, 
that Baptiſm is neceſſary to Chriſtian btn 
munion, and, therefore, they cannot juſtly 


blame them "i that. If they are blameable 


at all, it is for this, viz, thinking that Infant- 


Baptiſm is invalid: And as to that, they ap- 


prehend, that they are very excuſable, becauſe 
Infant- Baptiſm, in their Opinion, is deſtitute 
of ſcriptural Proof, and is no Inſtitution of 
Chriſt, 

If our Author hath been zncivilly treated, 
by ſome of the Baptiſts, he is, at leaſt, equally 


ſevere, in cenſuring them: For he fays, they 
are perſecuting and dei liſi x. 


And he ſup- 
poles thera to be incor fiſtent, becauſe ſome 


of them think, that Baptiſm ought to be a 


Term of Communion, and others of them 
think differently, and, therefore, admit ſuch 
into Communion with them, who have not 
ſubmitted to Baptiſm, upon a Profeſhon of 
Faith, Herein they are not inconſiſtent, as 
Baptiſts, for they are agreed fully, reſpeting 
both the Mode, and Subject of Baptiſm, Their | 
Difference lies altogether in this : Some. of 
them think, that Baptiſm ought to be a Term 


of Communion, and others of them think it 


| ought 
The Baptiſt againſt the Baptiſt, p. 32. 50 


from fome groundleſs Charges, &e, 9 
ought not, How this Difference proves, that 
they are inconliftent, as Baptiſts, it is be- 


yond the Power of my Underſtanding, to 


Conceive, 1 85 
Inconſiſtency may, I think, be juſtly ob- 


jected to thoſe of the Pædo-Baptiſts, who ſup- 


poſe, that Baptiſm is an initiating Ordinance, 
into a viſible congregational Church, and, yet, 
do not admit many, who are by Baptiſm ini- 
trated, into the Church, unto a Participation 
of its Privileges, as a Church. In what 
Manner ſuch can clear themſelves of Incon- 
fiſtency, who ſay, that Infants are initiated 
into the Church, by Baptiſm, and yet deny 


them a Participation of the Privileges, where- 
with the Church is inveſted, into which they 


are initiated, I cannot tell. If they fhall tay, 
that they are not qualified, to partake of thoſe 


Privileges; I would atk, Why then are they 


initiated into the Church ? Can it be the 


Mind of Chriſt, that fuch ſhould be initiated 


into his Church, who are unfit to partake of 


thoſe Privileges, which he hath granted unto 
the Church? This ſeems to me wholly im- 


probable. I think this is ſuch a Difficulty, 


as can no other Way be folved, than by de- 


nying, that Baptiſm is an Ordinance of Ini- 
tiation, into the Church: And, yet, I am per- 


ſuaded, that very few, if any, of the Pædo- 


Baptiſts, will deny this. Let it be proved to 
che ſtr itt Baptifts, that Baptiſm is not an ini- 
tiating Ordinance, into the Church, and I dare 


ſay, that they will quic y prevent all Occaſion 


of 
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10 The Baptilt vindicated 


of thoſe ſevere Cenſures, which are paſſcd 
upon them, by admitting thoſe to Communion, 


who are not of their Sentiments. in the Point 


of Baptiſm. And this may be expected to be 
done, by the Pædo-Baptiſts, for their own 
Sakes ; becauſe they do not allow a large 
Number of ſuch to partake of Church-Pri- 
vilege, who, they think, are regularly bap- 
tized. How that can be reconciled; with their 

initiating them into the Church, by Baptiſm, 
for my Part, I cannot conceive. The ici 
Baptiſts are uniform, in their Sentiments, and 
Practice: For, as they think, that Baptiſin 
ought to be a Term of Communion, and that 
it is an initiating Ordinance, into the Church, 


they admit all who arc initiated into the 


Church, unto a Participation of its Privileges. 
Bat the Pxdo-Baptiſts, though, they think, 
that Baptiſm ought to be a Term of Com- 
munion, and that it is an initiating Ordinance, 


into the (Church, yet they do not admit 2 


Multit ade, of thoſe, who by Baptiſm are ini- 
tlated into the Church, unto a Partici patio Fol 
of its Privileges. This is 2 Fact too notorious 
to be denied. They initiate Infants, into the 
Church, by Hare, and when they have 10 
done, will not allow them to partake of any 
Church-Privilege, What Uniformity, there- 


fore, is there, in their Sentiments, and Prac- 


tice * None, as I think, in this Particular. 
III. He charges us with the dreadful Guilt 
of Deijs , becauſe we ſay, that Infant-Bap- 


tiſm, 
* The Baptiſt againſt the Baptiſt, p. 33 
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from fome groundhefs Charges, &c, 11 


tiſin, or ſprinkling Infants, in the Name of 


the Father, and of the or, and of the Holy 


Ghoſt, is a human Invention. In his Account 


this is Deiſm, becauſe he thinks, that the 
Infants of the Livitts were to be ſprinkled, by 


vertue of a Divine Command. I thould not 
uſe more than two or three Words, on this 
Subject, were it not, that I am Willing to 
convince him, of the great Impropriety of his 
Reaſoning om it, if that is poſſible, We grant, 
that a Command was given, to ſprinkle ſome 
of the Levites, with the Water of Purift- 
cation, but we deny, that they were to he 
ſprinkled in the Name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, which 
is eſſential to Chriſtian Baptiſm : Neither dip- 

ping into, nor ſprinkling with W. ater, without 
that, is Chriſtian Baptiſm. And, therefore, 
we do not deny Revealed Religion, when we 
affirm, that baptizing Infants is a human In- 
vention: For, that Sprinkling was not Chril- 
tian Baptiſin ; ; even on this Suppoktton, that 
ſprinkling is the proper Mode of the Admini- 
ſtration, of that Ordinance ; for, the Form of 
Chriſtian Baptilim was wanting 8 7 therein; which 
Form, as I have before ſaid, is effentie! to it. 
Nor is Immerſion, into Water, or fpringling 
with it, Chriſtian Baptiſm, without that Form, 

Z. The ſolemn Pronunciation of the Names 
of the Divine Perſons, in the Adminiftration 
of it. Beſides, Mr. Ekringham ſhould have 
conſidered, that this was only a Command to 
ſprinkle the Males of the Levites, and not the 

02 | EE | Fen; "ales 
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Females: And, therefore, he hath no Com- 
mand to ſprinkle, or baptize female Infants, un- 


leſs he can produce ſome other. This is none, 


Why, then, does he plead for the Sprinkling of 
female Infants? He tells us, that we fuif! Un- 


 righteouſreſs, or Sin, in dipping Perſons, when we 


baptize them, becauſe we have no Command for 


ic doing; and that we act as Nadab and Abihu 
did, in offering ffrange Fire to the Lord &. 
Now let him, cither produce a Command for 
ſprinkling female Iniants, or acknowledge, 
that he is guilty of that greadful Sin, which 
he charges us with, and acts juſt as Nadab 
and Abibu acted, when he ſprinkles female 
Infants. I am 1 that the Males of the 


Levites only, were commanded to be ſprinkled, 


He will do well, when he engages in Con- 
troverſy again, to reaſon with mors Caution, 
Perhaps he may, upon a cloſe Review of what 
he hath wrote, be convinced, that Controverſy 


is more entangling than he once apprehended 


it to be, F arther, ] fatly deny, that a Com- 
mand was given to Bricks the male Infants 
of the Levites. God required them, from 4 
Month old and upward, to be numbered, with 


the Adult, even all te Moles -; and their 


Number was twenty and two Thouſand, and 
Threeſcore and T birteen t, Another Command 
was given to number the male Levites, from 
thiriy Years old and upward, even unto fift 'y, 
who were to be Aſiſtants to the Prieſts, in 


the 


* The Baptiſt againſt the Baptiſt, O. p. 31. 
+ Nunb. iii. 15; 4 Verſe 43. 


from ſome groundleſs Charges, &c. _ 


the Service of the Tabernacle : Their Number 


was eight Thouſand five Hundred and Four- 
ſcore d. This Number, and this Number 


only, and not the twenty and two Thouſand, 


Fc. wherein the male Infants were included, 
were to be ſprinkled with the Water of Puri- 
fication, by which, and other Rites, they were 
cleanſed, and devehed to {acred Service, as 
Aſſiſtants unto the Prieſts. Infants of a Month 
old, and upward, would have been but very 
feeble Aſſiſtants to the Prieſts, in the Diſcharge 
of their Work, The Command to ſprinkle 
the Levites, reſpected only ſuch of them as 
were thirty Tears old and uu, iburd, not the male 
Infants of that Tribe ||. 

Notwithſtanding it was more than a Year, 
ſince this Writer, in his anonymous Letter, 
publiſhed this great Miſtake, he had not dil 
covered it, when he publiſhed this Pamphlet. 


which is an Evidence, that he had not read 


the Writings of Moſes, with that Care and 
Attention which he ovoht, though he profetics 
to have, and I believe * hath, a great Vene- 
ration for them; for, of his real Piety I have 
no Doubt. Upon the whole, I think, that 
we may be fairly acquitted of the Guilt of 
= Deiſm, or of denying Revealed Religion, 

g though we continue to inſiſt upon it, "that 
Infant-ſprinkling is a human Invention, unleſ: 
Mr. Etringham can produce ſome other Com- 
mand to defend that Practice; for, here is no 
ſich Command, I am confident. It is very 


kind 


+ Numb. iv, 47, 48. {| Chap. viii. 22; 
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kind in him to expreſs a Defire, that we may 
be convinced, and repent of that dreadful Sin, 
which he imputes to us, without going fo 
Hell «. But 1 muſt tell him, that we have no 
Hope of Reventance there, for, we do not 
take Hell to be Purgatory, Whether one, 
who writes in this Manner, is qualified to 
engage in Controverſy, I will not ſay, but 
refer it to the Determination of the Reader. 
IV. This Author afferts, that we are under 
the Sinai Covenant. F am, ſays he, ſhould 
aſe me, if we be now under the ſame Covenant 
that was delivered or manifeſted at Horeb? 1 
anſwer, yes, the very identical Covenant, only 
differently adiiniſtered +. I imagine but very 
few, if any, will aſſent to this. It is, fo far 
as 1 know, univerſally agreed, among Chriſ- 
tians, that, that Covenant, is become old, and 
vaniſhed * And, I am ſare, if they are miſ- 
taken, in this Matter, the Author of the 
Epiſtle to the Feorews, hath led them into 
this Miſtake, by an expreſs Aſſertion of it. 
In my Opinion, a thorough Conſideration, of 
the Nature of that Covenant, may be of 
Sragular Uſe to clear up tome Points, in Di- 
vinity, as well as, ſerve to ſet the Subject we 
are upon, in a proper Light ; and, therefore, 
I will endeavour to explain it, in as full and 
perſpicuous a Manner, as my narrow Limit 
wilt allow. And, 

„ hie whole Body of the Jews were 


taken into that Covenant, regenerate, 
and unregenerate, even all that were re- 
| deemed 


ebe Baptit, Oe. p. 37. + His Latter, p. It. 
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deemed out of Egypt, and the Seed of both, 


without the leaſt Diſtinction, or Difference: 
am the Lord thy God which have brought thee 
q of the Land of Egypt, out of the Houſe 
of Bondage *®, The Lord declares himſelf to 
be a God to all the Jfaelites, who were the 
3 <ubjects of this temporal Redemption, to the 
S zraceleſs of them, as well as to thoſe, who 


were gracious among them. This Covenant 


was made with the Captains of their Tribes, 
S their Elders, and Officers, even all the Men o 


I ifael, their little ones, their Wives, the Stran wer 


| bat Was in their Camp, &c. and with their 
By Poſterity, who were not prejent, as well as 
3 with themſclves, who were preſent +. It is 
moſt clear, therefore, that the unregeneratc Part 
of the Jews, were taken into this Covenant: no 
| leſs We the regenerate among them, and the 
Seed of both. The Elect, by vertuc of this De- 
claration, and Covenant, could not claim a 
turther Intereft in God, or a Right to ſuperior 
Advantages, either for theme elbe, or their Seed, 

than the Non-Hlect might claim for themfetves, 
and their Seed, by vErtge thereof. 

2. The Lord, acting in the Character of 
{30d to them, required ſuch Obedience from 
hem, as his infinite Per fections, and their ab- 
olute Dependence on him, as his Creatures, 
made it neceſſary for them to yield unto his 
holy Will. And, therefore, 

3. He publiſhed, in their Hearing, the Co- 
venant of Works, with very awfid 5 tre- 

Wo mendous 
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wendous Signs of his infinite Majeſty, which 


ftruck them with Amazement and Terror : 
Whereupon the People removed and ſtood afar 
, and ſaid unto Moſes, Speak thou with us, 
and we will hear; but let not God Speak with 
15, left we die *. 

God took upon himſelf, the Perſon, or 


Character of a King and Ruler over them, as 


a Nation: And, therefore, their political State 


is rightly called a Theoxcracy. And the Laws, 
which he gave them, were moſt excellent 
calculated to promote his Glory, and their 


Good, as a Nation. They are uſually diftin- 


guiſhed into three Sorts, viz. moral, political, 


and ceremonial. = 
(I.) Moral. The Laws of this Sort, were Þ* 
ſummarily comprehended, in the Command to 
love God, and in the Command to love their 
Neighbour : Hence our Lord fays, On the- 
fwwo Commeandent:, hang all the Law, and the 
Prophets +: And for this Reaſon, the Apoſtic Þ 
ſays, 45 3 is the Fulfilling of the Lau 
By the Publication of this Law, the People 
were taught, that perfect Love to God, and 
their Neighbour, and thoſe Acts of reverentia' 
Obedience, which flow from Love to th: 
Lord, and thoſe Acts of Benevolence, as we 
as of Juſtice, which ſpring from Love to ou 
Neighbour, that their Relation to God anc 

one another, rendered meet and ft. 
(2.) An excellent Syſtem of political Law: 
were given to them, according to which, ever; 
Tran: 


® b . 18, 19. + Matr. xxil. 40. 1 Rom, xüi. 10. 


from Some groundlef5 Charges, &c. 15 


Tranſgreſion and Difebedience, 1 ecerved ff. 
Recompe! ce of Reward *: But it is to be ob- 
ſerved, that a Breach of the moral Law, as it 


reſpects the Heart, did not ſubject them to 


Penalty, as Members of the Stute: If that had 


been the Caſe, not a Man amongſt them, 


would have enjoyed Life; for, every Indivi- 
dual of them was guilty, and worthy of Death, 
in that View, Beſides, their Judges and Rulers, 
to whom: the Execution of the penal Laws were 
referred, could not take Cognizance of internal 
Acts; only external Acts could fall under their 
Notice. The Lord, therefore, in governing 
them, as a Sale, t ook upon himſelf, and ated 
It) the Perſon and Character, of an external 
Ruler: And, in the Exerciſe of Rule over 
them, as a Body politic, he proce -eded to- 
wards them, as an external Governor, and not 


as the Heart. ſcarching God. OT, all their 
penal Laws, reſpected ontrvard, not 27. 


ternal Acts. Some Breaches of . moral 
Law, were made capital, and ſubjected the 
Offender to Death: As Jdolatry, Blaſphemy, 
Murder, &c. Some very atrocious —TLMES, 
were not capital: As Perjury, and Uncicannejs, 
in one inſtance. Every Tranigrefiion of the 

moral Law, both internal and external, ſub- 
jected them to Death, before od, os the 
Judge of all; but not as an external Ruler of 


that People, as a State, and Body politic. This 


Diſtinction is neceſſary to be ſerved, in 


9 order 
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order to have a clear, and conſiſtent Idea, of 
the Jewiſo Occonomy. 

2.) A large Body of ritual Laws were 
Cs, which reſpected Worſhip, in great 
Part: 1. Thoſe Rites were carnal Ordinances : 
® The Matter of them was Fleſh, viz. Beaſts 
} offered in Sacrifice; and they had no farther 
| Efficacy, than ſandiifying to the purifying of the 
Wo Fleſp: None of them could prrge their Com- 
1 ferences from dead Werks. 2. Carnal, unrege- 

” wmvrate Perſons, were ſet apart to officiate in 

Divine Service. Perfection of bodily Parts, 

and Freedom from any outward Blemiſh, were 

required, as Qualifications, in their Prieſts; 

but Holineſs of Heart was not *. Such who 1 
were abſol lutely deſtitute of true Grace, might L 
lawfully act in that ſacred Office, and perform 
all the Parts of religious Service, for the 
People. And what they did agrecable to 
Divine Appointment, as to the Matter of it, E 
was approved of, by God, in that Character, 
wherein he appointed thoſe Services, big. that 
of an external Ruler, though not as the Heart- 
ſearching God, and Judge of all. Faith was 
then neceffary, as it is now, unto the Ac- 
ceptation of religious Services, with the Lord, 
in that Character: But it was not, in the 
former Character; or in that of an external 
Governor to that People. 3. Carnal, graceleſs 
Perſons were admitted to engage in all Acts of 
religious Worſhip, Which were required by 
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the [ev!7ical Law: And their Compliance with, 
and Practice of, what was commanded, reſpect- 


ing Worſhip, by the Law of Maſes, was ac- 


cepted with God, in the Perſon, and Character, 
of an external Governor, though their Acts of 
Worſhip did not proceed from fpreritual Purity, 
and Holineſs of Heart: Yet they were not ap- 
proved, by bim, in the Character of the Judge 
of all, and the Heart-jtarching God , becauſe not 
performed, in Faith, and from a Principle ot 
Love. Gracicus Perſons did not enjoy any 
external d. feinguiſbing Privileges, from gracele/s 
ones, under the marc Oeconomy. The unholy 


among them had the very ſame Right, unto 
all external Privileges, as the moſt holy Per- 


ſons had. 
5. Temporal Pleflings nh were promiſed, in 
this Covenant. None of its Promiſes rife 


higher, than this World. Nothing greater, 


and more noble, the Ferws could claim, by vertue 


of this Covenant, than a ſafe and peaccable 
Enjoyment of the good Land“ Neither 


Grace, in this World, nor Glory and eternal 


Life, in the next, were promiſed therein. 
Spiritual Pardon, Peace, Adoption, Juſtification, 
Regeneration, Perſeverance in Grace, and the 
endleſs Fruition of God, as the God of all 
Grace, were not promiſed in this Cove pas 
In a Word, no one Bleſſing, which ſprings fi, 

eleftins Love, and which properly he langs to wy 


G of Grace, was contained, in any of 


the Promiſes of the Sinat-Covenant., It Wa 
D 2 435 


* Exid. Xx. 12. 


20 The Baptafis vindicated? 


made by God, with that People, in the Perſon, 
and Character. of an external Governor, and, 
therein, he granted unto them, oy external 


Privileges and Favours, No one Benefit of a 


7 iritual Kind, on the Foundation of that Cove- 


nant, could any of that People expect tg receive 
From bim. 


6. Temporal Puniſhments only were threaten- 


ed, and inflicted, for the Breaches of this Co- 
venant. By the Publication of the Moral Law, 
the Jews were taught, that God required fer- 


Feet Purity of "HO and that all Acts of Sin, 


as well internal as e. ee rendered them 


worthy of Death, in his Sight, as tb» Judge 


of all. But this Law, was not the F 
on. which he 5 into this Covenant with 


them, and according to which he proceeded 
towards them, in the Perſon, and Character, 
of an eternal Governor, to them, as a2 Bod) 
politic. If he had ſo done, they muſt have 
been all cut off to a Man; for, every Indi- 
vidual of them was guilty of tranſgreſfing that 


Law, in Thought, Weird Deca, and that 


continually. As he ente e's wh this Covenant 


with them, in the Character of an externa! 
Governor, he did not threaten them, ther: ein, 
with Penalty tor the internal Actings of Luſt; 

but only tor the Eruptions of it, in outwa! 4 
Acts of Sin: And, that Puniſhment which he 
did threaten, was not eternal, but temporary 
and corpora L or civil, viz. The Sword, Famine, 
tbe Pe fil xe, and Captivity, as a Nation &. 


7. This 


* Deut. Nvyix. 


oundation, 
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7. This Covenant was to remain in Force, 
throughout their Generations; or, io long as 
they were continued a State, or Body politic; 


which they were to be until S came, and 
their Rejection of him. Then, and not till 
then, their State was to be ſhaken all to Pieces, 
both ecciefiaſtic and civil; And this Cove- 


nant, made with them, as a Nation, was then 
to be antiquated, and ai This leads me 


to obſerve, 


8. With reſpect to its Diaration until that 
Time, it is to be conſidered, as a Covenant of 


Promiſe: For, not all the 1dolatry, Imprety, and 
C orruption, which took, Place among that her 


verſe Ind obſlinate People, from Time to T. ime, 
could make this Covenant ul; becauſe its 


Duration, until the Appearance of the Mefliah, 
among them, reſted on, and was ſecured by, 
an abſolute Promiſe, made to Abraham. their 


Father, that, 2 his Seed, all the I amilies of the 


Earth [hould bz bleſſed ; ; which promiſed Seed 
Was Chriſt, as the Apoſtle tells us expreſoly &. 
And, therefore, in the midit of all thoſe delo- 


5 lating Judgments, which were brought, on 


Sie peo ple, for their Idolatry, Impiety, and 
Prophanenefs, the Lord declared, that he would 
not cajt them off, nor make a full End of them +, 
or ſuffer their ecclefiaſtical and political State to 
* But when the Meſſiah was come, and 
ey had rejected him, it was foretold. that the 
125 would ſhake the Eartb, and the Heaven bi 
of 
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0 7 * S * 9, 
] Hag. ii. 0, Heb. xii. 


TY 
— * 


— 
r 
E 


2 pom * 


* 


— 


2 — — —.— 


— 
r 


E ac att ro SRO e 
8 , 85 — 2 — — 


R alt 


3 rp 


r 8 — 2D et 
= r 


COR 4 = i Oe 5 — 7 
AY 119 my — ng. * — 
* 4 22 2 * * ** * n & 
© Oo OPTI A SE ant ot Bet PE uae £5 Cer Il OI" 
— IIS g - E - 


— . 


—— . —— 


— ae ot Se Dn.,; 2% 


of this People, 7. e. their 


Thus, 


tfbroug letet their Generations T. 


22 The Baptiſts vindicated 


political and as 


their eccigſiaſtical State, wherein their chief 


Glory, above other Nations, conſiſted, and 


whereupon they much valued themſelves: 
. The Covenant of Circumciſſon made with, 


or given ts Abraham, was a Prelude to, and 
the Foundation of, this Srm-Covenant, And 


they agree in ſeveral Particulars: (1.) All the 
natural Poſterity of Abraham, were included, 
in that Covenant, whether Elect or Non-Elet, 


zodly or ungodly, without any Diftin&ion, or 
Difference ; and not only, while they were in 
a State of //ancy, but when they became adult. 
all the Jfrachtes were taken into this 
Covenant, as well the ungodly as the prowu: 
among them, and they continued therein 


through Life, though they periſhed, in their 
Sins, at Death. (2.) The. Poſſeſſion of the 


Land of Canaan was promiſed, in both Cove- 
(3.) Circumcifion was an outward 


nants “. 


Sion, of an Intereſt in each, and a vifible 


Token of 2 Right to the Enjoyment of the 
who were 


good Land. Hence thoſe Yes, 
born in the Wilderneſs, whoſe Circumciſion 
had been neglected, were ordered to be cir- 
cumciſed, before ey took Poſſeſſion of tha: 


Land +. {4.) Their Duration was of the fame 
FEvtent : Each was to continue in Force. 


80 long, and 
no longer, than they ſablited, as a Body 
politic, 


* Gen, xvii. 8. Exod. xx. 12. 
1 Exod. xl. 15. 


+ Jo. v. 
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politic, in the Enjoyment of the Land of 
Canaan, were theſe Covenants to laſt. 


Some uſeful Obſervations may be drawn 


from this brief Account of the &inai-Covenant, 
as the Covenant of Circumciſion made with 
Abraham was a Prelude to it, and the Foun- 


= dation of it. 


1. The Church under the mojaic Diſpenſa- 
tion was national. 


2: Regenerate Perſons, and their Seed, did 


not enjoy any external Privileges, under that 
* Occonomy, unto which nregenerate Perſons, 
and their Seed, had not, with them, an eqieal 
Neigbt, by vertue of this Covenant. 

9 It was not an Intereſt in the Covenant of 
3 Grams with Abraham, which gave his Seed a 


Right to Circamcifion : For, (I.) JÞmael was 


circumciſed, who was not, with him, included 
in the Covenant of Grace. (2.) Eſau was cir- 
cumciſed, although it was declared, before his 


Birth, that he was not intereſted in the Bleſ- 
ings of the Covenant of Grace. (3.) None of 


his Poſterity might be circumciſed, until they 
were eight Days old. If with him they were 


included in the Covenant of Grace, and bj 


was the Foundation of their Right to Circum- 
Ciſion, it would have been lawful to circumciſe 
them before. This Right aroſe from a poſitive 

Command, in an external Covenant, and not 
from an Intereſt with Abrabam, in the Cove- 
nant of Grace. (4.) Circumciſion being de- 
terred unto adult Age, did not deprive his Poſ- 
terity of their Right to it, though it was a 


ſinful 
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ſinful Neglect of their Parents . Now, it 
can't be thought, ſurely, that the Body of the 
Hraclites, who were born in the Wilderneſs, 
and had arrived to adult Age, and who were 
in a State of Unregeneracy, were, with him, 


included m the Covenant of Grace: Yet, they 


all had, even then, a Right to Circumciſion, 
and accordingly were circumciſed. (F.) His 
Bond. Slaves, and every Male born in his 
Houſe, though not of his Seed, were to be 
circumciſed, who cannot be jutly thought t- 
have, with him, an Intereſt in the Coven: unt 
of Grace, and, conſequently, their Right tc 
Circumciſion, Ad not ariſe from an Intere(: 
in that Covenant: Wherefore, the Covenant 


Ln 


of Circumciſion, was not the Covenant of 


Grace; but it was the Foundation, of that 


Covenant, which God entered into, with the 


Jews, as a Nation, at Mount Sinai, wherci! 
no one Bleſſing, which is proper to the Cove 
nant of Grace, was promiſed. 


The Simai-Covenant was both conditions 


and abſubite, though not in the ſame Reſpect . 
Kxter) al Obedience to its Laws, was required 
of the Jews, as a Condition of the ſafe and 
peaceable Enjoyment of the good Land + : 
But the Duration of their political and eccleſial- 


tical State, until the Appearance of the Mefhat:, 


amongſt them, and their Rejection of hin, 
was abſolutely promiſed f. And it is to 6: 
obſetved, that the Promiſe of the Meſſiah, di 
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from ſome groundleſs Cher We, Oc. 
not properly belong to this Covenant, but the 


Continuance of their civil and eccleſiaſtical 
State, until his coming was abſolutely pro- 
miſed therein xk. And for this Reaſon, not- 
withſtanding all their dreadful Impiety, and 


Wickedneſs, they were continued a Body po- 
litic, and in the Enjoyment of the good 
Land, until that Time, "Thus, this Covenant 


endured throughout their Generations *. 
5. By this Covenant that Nation was ſepa- 


rated, from all other People, in the Earth, 


unto the Worihip of God, according to his 
own Appointment, as to the Mode of it. On 
this Account they are called a holy People, even 


the whole Body of them. And, becauſe 


their Deſcendants were taken into this Cove- 
nant, and thus ſeparated to the Lord, from 
others, cf the human Race, in their ſucceſſive 


Generations, they are claimed by him, as his 


own, being born unto him, and are called a 


 boly Feed, even though their Parents were un- 
godly, and of proflicat te Lives ©, 


6. External Obedience, without Holineſs of 


Heart, gave them the Denomination of 7/7 


and 77gbteous, before God, as an external Go- 
vernor, and entitled them t His Favour and 


Protection, in that Relation and Character, 


* not as the Judge of all ö. 


An Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace, | 


was not the Foundation, whereon any, under 
the ee Hire had a Right to thoſe 
E 


external 


® Neb. i. 9. Deut. XXX. 4. + Levit. vii. 36. 
T £zek, xvi. 20. Exra ix. 2. J Deut. vi. 25. 
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external Privileges, which were then granted 


to the Church. Ihe Right of the godly to 
thoſe Privileges, was founded on this national 
Covenant, by vertue whereof, the ungodly 
among them had the very ſame Right to All 
external Privileges; which they could not have 
had, if that Right aroſe from an Intereſt in 
the Comnatt of Grace. 

8. Many were {aved, under that Chvenine; 
but none were ſaved by. vertue of it: For, 


Eternal Salvation was not contained in it, nor 


promiſed to any by it. | 
9. This Covenant, in my humble { Opinion, 
is improperiy called a Diſpenſation of the Cove- 


nant of Grace; becauſe it contained none of its 
| Promiſes, nor did it exhibit any of its Blettings, 
except in Figure, and by way of typical Repre- | 


ſentation only; which, I think, is not a ſufficient 


Foundation for calling it a Diſpenſation of the 


Covenant of Grace. The Law, or this whole 
Covenant, taken together, hat. only @ Shadew 
of goed Thi INgs to come. nd a the very Image 


of the Things 


10. The Rlinanel fs of the. Jetos was exceed- 


ingly great, who expected Salvation, by vertue 
of this Covenanf This was their fatal Mu- 


take, and that Ground, on which 5 rejected 
the Meſtiah, unto their utter Ruin, as a Na- 


| Ns and Eody politic. 


The Deiſts are very ffupid, in n denying, 
FR Moſes, and the Prophets, were infpired 0! 
God, who predicted, agree ably to the Nature 


« Heb. x. 1. 
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from fome groundleſs Charges, &c. 27 
of this Covenant, what would be the State of 
the J-ws, for fo many Ages, and the dreadful 
Cataſtrophe, ot that People, when it ſhould 
ceale, upon the Rejection of the Meflian. I 
fear not to ſay, that Man is a Fe2, and to be 
deſpiſed, let him be who he will, that is ca- 
pable, of calling in queſtion, the Divine Au- 
thority, of the Writings of the Old Teſtament. 
x48: The Arminians, and Raxterians, act im- 
pertinently, in pleading, for the Conditionality 
of Salvation, or Juſtification, by our own "48 
dence ; — for the Power of Free- Will, 
chuſe what is ſpiritually good; — and fie « a 
mal Detection from Faith, from thoſe Ad- 
dreſſes of the Prophets, to the People of the 
Jews, which are founded on, and are adapted 
wholly to the Nature of this Covenant, made 


TS ä N . 4 
& * : N n NEE 8 . 
3 


SIA PIER 


. 
* 
—X 
7 
7 
1 
us 
* * 
7 27 
x. 
P $i” 
. 
. 
* 
. 4: 
6g 
d) 
4 2 
a4 
"it 


: 
Is 
Bus 
* 
0 
228 
LO 
75 
Re” 
. 
7 5 
7,800 
"B23 
* 
ID 
1 
Fe 
1-4 
„ 
9 
N 
£ 


bags therein, unto 1 Salvation. 


1 Tboſe Generations, arc long ſince 
gone, with whom it was to continue in force. 
It entirely ceaſed with the Fewi/h, eccichaſtical 
and political State. There is, therefore, a 
Change, of the Times. Place, and Mode of 


no Ground to claim the Favour and Protection 


It is, abſolutely, at an End: Nor are they a 


People ſeparated to God, from others, as their 


Anceſtors were, by vertue of it, though they 


with them, as a Nation; for, no Reſpect Was 


This Covenant is antiquated, and va- 


religious Worſhip, and of the Perſons, Who 
are to ofhciate in Divine Service, tor the Edi- 
fication of the Church. The Jews, now, have 


of God, on the Foundation of this Covenant: 


E 2 1 (till 


. 1 Rn - 4 2 e : — 
a On Ps.._a<* 3-4 , _ 4 . | N 
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ſtill remain diſtin& from others, to anſwer 
thoſe holy and wiſe Defigns, -which are had 
in be in another and better Covenant, re- 
1 ing them, 2. e. the Elect among them, in 

Time appointed of God. And, therefore, 
it is a Proof of the wretched Blindneſs of that 
People, to addreſs the Lord, in their Devotions, 


as their God, and the God of their Fathers, 
than which, nothing is more frequent with 


them *. Nor is the Ceſſation of this Covenant, 
any Reflection on the Wiſdom of God, as Mr. 
Eltringbam ſeems to think it is, for his holy 
Ends, in that Covenant, were fully anſwered, 
before the Antiquation of it: 
Eltringham can mean by aſſerting, that we are 
under this very identical Covenant, I am not 
able to conceive, unleſs his Defign is to intro- 
duce the whole Jeroiſhb Oeconomy, and to ſub- 
ject us unto that ſer vile State, which is entirely 
inconſiſtent with Goſpel-Liberty. 

Lofty, The Argument for 1 Infant-Baptiſm, 
drawn from che Right of Infants to Circum- 
ciſion, even on this Suppoſition, that Baptiſm 

ſucceeds Circumciſion, is invalid. Be it fo, 
that, that is true, (this is a Point I will 
not now conteſt) yet, it is no Proof at all, 
that Infants have a Right to Baptiſm. That is 
taken for granted, in the Argument, which is 
not proved, but begged, vi. that there is an 
external Covenant, under the preſent Diſpen- 
ſation, as there was under the former, in 


Which 
* Sce their Book of Prayers, printed at Aunſterdam. 


And what Mr. 
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from fome groundleſs Charges, &c. | 29 
which Children, with their Parents, are in- 
cluded, that gives them a Right to Baptiſm, 


at leaſt. This, as yet, is only begged, not 
proved. Let Proof be given of it, and we will 


inſtantly yield the Cauſe to our good Brethren, 
who differ from us. It was not an Intereſt in 
the internal Covenant, or Covenant of Grace, 
which gave the Infants of the Jews a Right to 
Circumciſion, but their Intereſt in an external 
Covenant. And, therefore; if there is not, 
under this Diſpenſation, an external Covenant, 


unto which Baptiſm belongs, and into which 


Children, with their Parents, are taken, that 
cannot be a ſolid Proof of their Right to Bap- 
tim, even though it ſhould be granted, that 
Baptiſm carne in the Room of Circumciſion. 
That the Right of Abraham's Seed to Cir- 
cumciſion, did not ariſe from an Intereſt with 


him, in the internal Covenant, or Covenant of 


Grace, it is moſt clear: For, I/omae! was 
not included with him therein; nor was Hſau,; 


yet, both had a Right to Circumciſion: And 
all the Poſterity of Jacob had a Right there- 


unto, even though the greater Part of them 
were not intereſted in that internal Covenant. 


Beſides, all the Miaelites, even in adult Age, 


had a Right to Circumcifion, though deſtitute 
of the Grace of the internal Covenant, and 
never partook 'of it. Hence, thoſe who were 
born in the Wilderneſs, and were not circum- 


ciſed in their Infancy, they were circumcited 


in adult Age. The gracele/s among them had 
the very ſame Right to it as the gracicus Part 
RE 5 of 
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of them had“: And, therefore, it could not 
be an Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace, which 
was the Foundation of that Right : Nor, could 
the Covenant of Circumciſion be the Covenant 
of Grace. I ſuppoſe, that it will be granted, 

that all who were circumciſed were within the 
Covenant of Circumcifton. Many ungodly 
Perſons, in adult Age, were circumciſed, who 
it cannot be thought were under the Covenant 
of Grace, and, conſequently, the Covenant of 
Circumciſion was not the Covenant of Grace, 
but another and diſtinct Covenant from that: 

A Covenant external, and not internal, as that 
Covenant is. According to the Reaſoning of 
our Brethren, on this Subject, if a Parent 1s 
converted, when he hath ſeveral! Children, 1 
will ſuppoſe two, one thirteen Days old, and 
another thirteen Years old, both have an equal 


Right to Baptiſm with himſelf, Thmael, who 


was thirteen Years of Ape, was taken with 
Abrabam, his Father, into the Covenant of 
Circumciſion, and was circumciſed, as well as 
himſelf. And, therefore, if Children, with 


their Parents, are taken into the Covenant 01 


Grace, and for that Reaſon have a Right to 
Baptiſm, then, as Abraham's Seed were, 'with 
him, taken into the Covenant of Circumcifion, 
and Iſmael was circumciſed, for that Reaſon, 
who was thirteen Years old, in the Caſe ſup- 


poſed, a Child of a believing Parent, Who is 
thirteen Years old, hath the very fame Righ! 
to Baptiſm, as 11 Child hath, who is but 


thirteen Days old. 


* Jol. v. Let 
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from ſome groundleſs Charges, &c. 31 
Let me further ſuppoſe, a Baptiſt, who hath 


ſeveral Children, to be convinced cf his reputed 


Miſtake, that his Seed have not a Right, with 


him, to Baptiſm ; in that Caſe, according to the 
Arguing of our Brethren, a Child of his, who 
is twenty Years of Age, hath the 1ame Right 
to Baptiſm as his Child hath, who is not more 
than a Week old : For, the Command in the 


Covenant of Circumcihon, thongh it required 


Infants, eight Days old, to be circumciſed, yet 
it did not limit Circumciſion to Infancy ; if it 


had, Iſpmael would not have been circumciſed, 


nor would thoſe Hfraelites have been circum- 
ciſed, who were born in the Wilderneſs, whole 


; Gump. in their Infancy, was neglected, 


by their Parents. If the Covenant of Circum- 


ciſion is to be the Rule of forming a Judg- 


ment, who have a Right to Baptiſm, then not 


oaly Infants, but ſuch who are paſt the State 
of Infancy, have a Right to Baptiſm, although 
they have not a Divine Faith. But what Need 


was there for me to ſay this? Our Brethren, 


themſelves, do not think, that the Covenant of 


Circumciſion is to be ſuch a Rule, though they 


argue for Infant-Baptiſm, from it : For they, 


at leaſt many of them, require more than an 
external Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, in the Pa- 
rents of thoſe Children, whom they admit to 
Baptiſm, wherein they certainly depart from 


that, which is the Ground of their Plea, for 


their Practice; becauſe the Covenant of Cir- 
cumciſion, required nothing more, than an 
cutrward Profeſſion of * in the Parents 


of 
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of thoſe Children, who were admitted to Cir- 
cumciſion. That which will defend them, in 
refuſing to baptize the Children, of ſuch Pa- 
_ rents, wh only make an qutevard Profeſſion 
of Chriſtiattity, ſo far, at lcaſt, as Infant-Bap- 
tiſm is pleaded for, from the Covenant of Cir- 
cumciſion, will alſo defend us, in refufing 
Baptiſm, to the Infants of real Believers. : For, 
nothing can defend their Practice, but a Denial, 
that the Covenant of Circumciſion is to be a 
Rule to us, in forming a Judgment, who are 
the proper Subjects of Baptiſm z which Denial 
would effectually defend us, and condemn their 
_ own Practice, at leaſt, the Practice of many 
of them; even of all ſuch who refuſe to bap- 
tize the Infants of nominal Chriſtians. The 
Argument for Infant-Baptiſm, drawn from the 
Right of Infants to Circumciſion, either proves, 
that the Infants of all who barely believe the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, have a Right 
to Baptiſm, or it cannot prove that the Infants 
of godly Parents have a Right to it; which, I 
think, is not allowed by our Brethren, in ge- 
neral, In a Word, if there is not an external 
Covenant, that is difftinf from the internal 
Covenant, or Covenant of Grace, unto which 
Chriſtian Baptiſm belongs, the Right of Ip- 
fants to Baptiſm can never be proved, from 
their ſuppoſed Intereſt, with their Parents, in 
the internal Covenant, or Covenant of Grace; 
becauſe an Intereſt in that internal Covenant, 
1s not the Ground of that Right. The Right 
of Believers thamſgives to Baptiſm, does — 
ariſe 


from ſeme groundl:ſs Charges, &c. 33 
ariſe from their Intereſt in the Covenant of 
Grace, but from a pclive Command of Chriſt, 
ho is the Head of the Church. The 7mternal 
Covenant, or Covenant of Grace, never did 
give any Perſons a Right to external Privileges, 
of a religious Nature. The Foundation of that 
Right always was, and ever muſt be, a pgſtive 
Corimand of God, or an external Covenant, 
wherein thoſe Privileges are granted. And, 
conſequently, though we ſhould allow, to our 
Brethren, that the Infant-Seed of Believers pe 
intereſted in the internal Covenant, or Cove- 
nant of Grace, their Right to Baptiſm cannot 
be proved, without a pofitzue Command, or an 
external Covenant, now ſubſiſting, wherein 

that Right is «conveyed, both to themſelves 
and their Infant-Seed. When ſuch a Com- 
mand for Infant-Baptiſm is produced, or Proof 
given of an external Covenant ſubſiſting, 
wherein a Right to Baptiſm is conveyed unto 
Infants, I will immediately become a Proſe- 
lyte, to our Brethren, in this Matter. But 1 
_ muſt beg their Excuſe, in not granting, that 
their Argument, for Infant- Baptiſn:, taken. 
from a Covenant, which long ſince ceated, is | 
fold, and juft. I will not, upc:: this Occaſion, g 
diſpute about the Intereſt of their Infant- | 
Seed, in the Covenant of Grace; becanfe, they 
may be intereſted therein, and yet have no 
Right to Baptiſm : For, that Right ariſes not 
from an Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace. 
This is what I ſhall inſiſt on, until clear Proof 
is given of the Contrary, which hath not yet 
1 ; F been 
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been given, and, I think, never will be. If 


they can maintain the Stability of the Covenant 
of Grace, conſiſtently with their Opinion of 
the Intereſt of their Infant-Seed, therein, they 
may quietly enjoy that Opinion, without the 
leaſt Prejudice to that for which I contend, 


or the leaſt Advantage to the Cauſe of Infant- 
Baptiſm, for which they are Advocates. Their 
Bufineſs, on this Subject, is to do two Things: 


One is to prove, that an Intereſt in the Covenant 


, Grace, is the Foundation of d Right to Bap- 


tifm : The other is to demonſtrate, that the Infant- 
Seed of Bekevers, are intereſted therein. Until 


they give a Proof of the former, on this Occa- 


ſion, I will have no Contention concerning the 
latter. Nor is there any Reaſon why I ſhould : 
For, if the former cannot be proved, it is 
needleſs, as to this T hing, to diſpute about 
the latter. 

V. The Author puts in a ſhort Plea for In. 


fants. So much for the Ceremony, ſays he; now 


for the Sub/tance (he means the Subject) of Bap- 
Hm : L me pit in a Plea for my dear Brethren 
Infants; it is Ezek. xxxvi. 25. Then will 1 
{prinkle clean Water upon yeu*. He grants 


this is to be underſtood of the ſanctifying 


Operations of the Spirit; and ſays, the Sancti 
Ving of the Spirit, and this one Baptiſm, are one 
and the ſame Thing +. This is very extraordi- | 
nary Reaſoning, if it may be called Reaſoning. 
His Meaning is, the aging Operations of 

the 
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the Spirit is the Ordinance of Baptiſm. And, 


as Infants ar? capable of being ſanttified, by the 
Sprrif, they are to be baptized: For the Proof 


of which he refers us to Numb. vii. 7. As to 


that, it hath been before proved, that Infants 
were not included, and that adit Ferſons only 
were commanded to be ſprinkled. He hath 
not yet produced a Command to ſprinkle In- 
fants, under the Lau, or under the Goſpel: And 
I think, that he will never be able to produce 
ſuch a Command, either in the O or New 
Teſtament. This Plea, for his dear Brethren, 
Infants, as it is ſhort, ſo it is 7nval;d, and ab- 
ſolutely groundleſs. On this Occaſion, I Will 
conſider the Arguments, which are urged, by 
ſome others, in favour of Infant-Baptiſra, par- 
ticularly by Dr. Riagley, whom I cannot men- 
tion, without paying Reſpect and Honour to 
his Memory, having had the Advantage and 
Pleaſure of his 2% nproving Converiation, as well 
as of his ſolid Labours, from the Pulpit, and 
the Preſs, though I cannot but differ from 
him, in this, and in ſome other Points alſo. _ 
And, 1. The Doctor es, that Baptiſin 
i an Ordinance of Dedication, 2. That Parents 
may devote their Children to God i in Baptiſm, pro- 
vided they can do it by Faith. Anſw, I freely 
grant, that Baptiſm is an Ordinance of Dedi- 
cation: And alſo, that it is the Duty of Pa- 
rents, to devote, or dedicate their Children to 
God. Nor is it to be queſtioned, Whether 

. pious | 
* Body of Divinity, vol. 2. p. 408, 409. 
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pious Parents devote them to the Lord, or not 
for, doubtleſs they do, by folemn and earneſt 
Prayer, in their Behalf; even ſuch godly Pa- 
rents, as dare not dedicate them, in Baptiſm, 
becauſe, they think, that they have no War- 
rant for that. As Hannah lent, or gave up, her 
little Son Samuel to the Lord, for erer, Wherein, 
it may be, there was ſorhethin g extraordinary, 
and which cannot be ſuppoſed to be in com- 
mon Caſes, becauſe Samuel was to be engaged 
in ninifterial Service, whereon her Faith was 
acted, under Divine Direction: Yet, I fay, as 
ſhe gave him up to the Lord, to be his for 
ever, ſo godly Parents give up their Children 
to God, in ſolemn Prayer, and defire nothing, 
fo much, as that they may partake of Grace, 
by which they may feat and ſerve him, in this 
World, and be fitted for the Enjoyment of 
him, in the next. And this is their indiſpen- 
fible Duty. But 1 deny, that they may law- 
fully dedicate their Children in Baptiſin, for 
this plain Reaſon; Baptiſm is a Branch of in- 
ſtituted Worſhip, and not included in the 
Duty of the Dedication of ourſelves, or ours, 
to the Lord: But this Manner of Dedication 
is of poſitive Appointment, and, therefore, the 
Divine Comm ad, reſpecting this Manner of 
Dedication, is to Jeterrhine us, who are to be 
dedicated, after this Sort; and by that Com- 
mand only are we to be e ir in this 
Matter ; becauſe it 1s not inferrible, from the 
Duty of Dedication, in general, but is founded 
on a poſitive 8 And, fince God hath 


no 
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no where commanded Parents, in this Manner, 
to dedicate their Children to him, in fo doing 
they a& without his Authority, which they 
ought not to do, in any Inſtance. Whatever 
Degree of Faith and Hope, a beheving Parent, 
may have of tae Salvation of his Child, which 
he dedicates to God, that does not make it 
lawful for him to dedicate it, in Baptiſm, be- 
cauſe that is a Branch of inſtituted Worſhip, 
and, therefore, it ought not to be performed, 
upon any Subject, who is not included in the 
Command, whereby this Branch of Chrittian 
_ Worſhip is inſtituted, which Infants are not. 
Let it once be proved, that they are, and this 
Diſpute will be at an End. The Duty of Be- 
levers to devote themſelves to God in Doin: 
doos not ariſe from their being Subjects of true 
Grace, but from a Divine Command, in that 
Manner to dedicate themſelves to him: For, 
without a Command, requiring it of them, it 
would be an Act of Will-Worthip in them. 
And, as they have no Command to dedicate 


their Children to God, in Baptiſm, their Dedi- 


cation of them, in this Manner, or in this 
ſolemn Act of inſtituted Worſhip, is abſo- 
lutely without Divine Authority, and aniawful. 
How much ſoever, therefore, their Faith and 
Hope may be acted, reſpecting the Salvation of 
the Child, who is dedicated to God, Faith 
cannot be acted, relating to the Manner of its 
Dedication, in in Baptiſm, becauſe it is done 
without any Warrant from God. No uncom- 
manded Act of an can be N 4 

aith, 
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pious Parents devote them to the Lord, or not 
for, doubtleſs they do, by ſolemn and earneſt 
Prayer, in their Behalf; even ſuch godly Pa- 
rents, as dare not dedicate them, in Baptiſm, 
becauſe, they think, that they have no War- 
rant for that. As Hannah lent, or gave up, her 
| Inttle Son Samuel to the Lord, for ever, wherein, 
it may be, there was ſomething extraordinary, 
and which cannot be ſuppoſed to be in com- 
mon Caſes, becauſe Samuel was to be engaged 
in mmfterial Service, whereon her Faith was 
ated, under Divine Direction: Yet, I fay, as 
ſhe gave him up to the Lord, to be his for 
ever, ſo godly Parents give up their Children 
to God, in ſolemn Prayer, and defire nothing, 
ſo much, as that they may partake of Grace, 
by which they may fear and ſerve him, in this 
World, and be fitted for the Enjoyment of 
him, in the next. And this is their indiſpen- 
fible Duty. But 1 deny, that they may law- 
fully dedicate their Children in Baptiſm, for 
this plain Reaſon ; Baptiſm is a Branch of in- 
ſtituted Worſhip, and not included in the 
Duty of the Dedication of ourſelves, or ours, 
to the Lord: But this Manner of Dedication 
is of poſitive Appointment, and, therefore, the 
Divine Commind, reſpecting this Manner of 
Dedication, 1s to determine us, who are to be 
dedicated, after this Sort; and by that Com- 
mand only are we to be determined, in this 
Matter; becauſe it is not inferrible, from the 
Duty of Dedication, in general, but is founded 
on a poſitive Injunction. And, fince God hath 
no. 


ann 7 RES dt. r we er anc r $44 G28 


from ſome groundleſs Charges, &c. 37 
no where commanded Parents, in this Manner, 
to dedicate their Children to him, in ſo doing 
they act without his Authority, which they 
ought not to do, in any Inſtance. Whatever 
Degree of Faith and Hope, a believing Parent, 
may have of tae Salvation of his Child, which 
he Pie to God, that does not make it 
awful for him to dedicuts it, in Baptiſm, be- 
_ cauſe that is a Branch of inſtituted Worthip, 
and, therefore, it ought not to be performed, 
upon any Subject, who is not included in the 
Command, whereby this Branch of Chrittian 
Worſhip is inſtituted, which Infants are not. 
Let it once be proved, that they are, and this 
Ditpute will be at an End. The Duty of Be- 
lievers to devote themſelves to God in Baptiſm, 
doos not ariſe from their heing Subjects of true 
Grace, but from a Divine Command, in that 
Manner to dedicate themſelves to him : For, 
without a Command, requiring it of them, it 
would be an Act of Will-Worſhip in them. 
And, as they have no Command to dedicate 
their Children to God, in Baptiſm, their Dedi- 
cation of them, in this Manner, or in this 
ſolemn Act of inſtituted Worſhip, is abſo- 
- lutely without Divine Authority, and unlawful. 
How much ſoever, therefore, their Faith and 
Hope may be acted, reſpecting the Salvation of 
the Child, who is dedicated to God, Faith 
cannot be acted, relating to the Manner of its 
Dedication, in Baptiſm, becauſe it is done 
without any Warrant trom God. No vncom- 
manded Act of Worſhip can be e a 

aith, 
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Faith, nor be a Branch of the Obedience of 
Faith. Such 1s the Baptizing of Infants. 


2. The learned Man ſays, The Rigbt of the 
Infant-Seed of Believers to Baptiſm, may be 


farther proved, from their being capable of the 


Privileges fignified therein x. Anſw. ] freely 
grant, that they are ſo: And the Infant-Seed 


of Unbelievers are alſo capable thereof; if not, 


they cannot be ſaved: Which is what, I hope, 

none will think is true. This Argument, 

therefore, as much favours the Baptiſm of the 
Infant-Seed of Unbelievers, as the Infant-Seed 
of Believers. The Infant-Seed of both, arc 
capable of having regenerating Grace, and of 
being diſcharged of the Guilt of original Sin, 
which are thoſe Privileges the Doctor men- 
tions. None will deny, that Infants are ca- 
pable of thoſe Privileges, who think them ca- 
pable of Salvation. But I abſolutely deny, that 
this Capacity gives them a Right to Baptiſm, 
for this clear Reaſon ; Baptiſm is a ſolemn Act 
of inſtituted Worſhip, and, therefore, it is not 
to be performed upon any Subject, who is not 


included in that Command, by which this Act 


of religious Worlhip | is inſtituted. Until, there- 
fore, Proof. i is given, that Infants are incleded 


in that Command, whereby Chriſtian Baptiſm 


is enjoined, which is not yet done, I ſhall ſtre- 


nuoduſly inſiſt on it, that baptizing them is an 
Act of Will-Worſhip, or not commanded by 


God. The . of Believers themſelves to 


worſhip 
. Body of Divinity, vol. 2. p. 40g. 
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worſhip God, in a Submiſſion to Baptiſm, does 
not ariſe from their Faith, but from his Com- 
mand, which requires this ſolemn Act, or 
Mode of Worllup, from them. It is certain, 
that Baptiſm 1s a Privilege ; but that is not the 
only Idea we are to have of i it, nor, indeed, is 
it the firſt and chief: It is an Act of ſolemn 
Worſhip ; which latter Idea ſeems not to be 
regarded, as it ought to be, in thoſe Debates 
which are had hone a Right to it, as it is a 
Privilege. This is whally neglected, by the 
learned Man, in his Diſcourſe upon it; which 
is a very great Defect. We ought firſt to con- 
{ider it as an Act of Worſhip, and enquire 
upon whom God requires this Act of Worſhip 
to be performed; for, that is the only true 
Way of determining who they are that have a 
Right to it, as it is a Privilege. Thoſe, and 
only thoſe, have a Right to Baptiſm, as it is 
a Privilege, on ah. God hath commanded 
it to be performed, as an Act of Worthip, who 
are not Infants, I am ſure, either of Unbe- 
levers, or Believers ; but Believers only. All 
thoſe Arguments brought to prove the Right 
of Perſons to Baptiſm, as a Privilege, which 
are irreſpective of it, as it is an Act of ſolemn 
Worſhip, muſt be inconclufive ; becaute, none 
can have a Right to it, as it is a Privilege, but 
thoſe on whom God requires it to be pcr- 
formed, as an Act of Worſhip. And, of this 
Nature are all the Arguments, which the 
learned Man produces, to prove the Kight of 
Infants to it, as it is a Privilege. He Goes not 

conſider 
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conſider it at all, as it is an Act of Worſhip. 
Nor is this great Neglect in him to be won- 
dered at; for, if he had done that, it would 
have effectually encrvated the Force of his 
Arguments to prove the Right of Infants 
to Baptiſm, as it is a Privilege, unleſs he 
could have proved, that God requires it to 
be performed upon them, as it is an an Act of 
1 He add, 

It appears, that, the Baar. Seed of Be- 


FOR are to be conſ&rated, or devoted to God, 


in Baptiſm, becauſe they are included in the Co- 
venant, wherein God has promiſed, that he will 


be a God to his People, and to their Seed ; who 


are, upon this Account, fliled holy *. By this 
Covenant, he underſtands the Sorenant of Cir- 


cumciſion, made with, or given to Abraham, 
and refers to it. I adinire the great Caution, 


which he uſes, in his Mode of ſpeaking, on 


this Subject, that he might not give any Ad- 
vantage to thoſe, who advance Doctrine which | 


18 inconſiſtent with the Stability of the Cove 


nant of Grace. The Doctor does not ſay, as 


ſome have faid, that this Covenant was the 
Covenant of Grace; nor, that the Seed of Be- 
lievers, are, with them, included in the Co- 


venant of Grace. All he pleads for, is an eæ«õ- 
ternal Cowenant- Relation; not a Title to the 
faving Bleſſings of the Covenant of Grace, 
which external Covenant- Relation, and a 
Right to external Privileges, on that Founda- 


| tion, 
Body of Divinity, vol. 2. p. 410. 
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tion, were true, of all the Deſcendants of 


Abraham, in the Line of Jacob, Ele& and 
Non-Elect, and that not only while they were 
in a State of Infancy, but when they arrived 
to adult Age; yea, through their whole Lives, 
though they never partook of any Blefling, 
which is promiſed in the Covenant of Grace. 
And, this external Covenant - Relation gave 
them the Denomination of holy, when they 


were adult, although they were abſolutely 5 


deſtitute of internal ſpiritual Purity x. This 
Argument, therefore, no more proves the 


Right of the Infant-Seed of Believers, to Bap- 
tiſm, than it proves the Right of the Infant- 


Seed of Unbelievers, to that Ordinance; for, 
the Seed of both had the Honour of ſtanding 
in this external Covenant- Relation, and had 


the very ſame Right unto all external Privi- 


leges, on that Foundation. Let it once be 
proved, that there is now an external Cove- 
nant ſubſiſting, which gives a Right to the 
Seed of Believers unto the external Privileges, 
which are granted to the New Teſtament- 
Church, as there was an external Covenant, 
which gave the Jews, in common, a Right 
to external Privileges, and we will make 
no further Oppoſition on this Head. The 
Doctor argues, that the Children of Believers 
are called holy, 1 Cor. vii. 14. and by that, he 
thinks, is meant, that they are included in the 


external Diſbenſation of the Covenant of Grace: 


Upon which I obſerve, (1.) Here is nothing 


* Fera ix. 2, 
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peculiar to the Infant-Seed, or that belongs to 
the Children of Believers, while they are In- 
fants, and which may not be ſaid of them 


when they are paſt their Infant-State : And, 


therefore, they are not wnclean, in the Apoſtle's 
Senſe, when they are adult, even though they 
remain in an unregenerate State. And, con- 


ſequently, (2.) If this Holineſs, which ſtands 


oppoſed to Uncleanneſs, gives the Children of 


Believers a Right to Baptiſm, it is as lawful to 
baptize them, when they are paſt the Age of 


Infancy, on that Foundation, as it is While 


they are in their Infant-State. (3.) The Chil 


_ dren of nominal Chriſhans are included in (or 
are under, which, I think, is the ſame) the ex- 
dernal Diſpenſation of the Covenant of Grace, 
yet, our Brethren will not allow, that they have 

a Right to Baptiſm. (4.) The Sanctification of 


the unbelieving Huſband, and of the unbe- 


lieving Wife, is to be underſtood in a civil. 


and not in a religious Senſe. (5.) The Apoſtle 


does not ſay, that the unbelieving Huſband id 
ſanctified by the Faith of the believing Wife, 
or on account of her Faith, but barely this; 
that he is ſanctified by his believing Wife, 


without aſſigning her Faith as the Cauſe 01 
that Sanctification. (6.) The Holineſs of the 
Children is not inferred from the Faith of the 


believing Parent, but from the Sanctification of 
the unbelieving Parent, by the believing one. 
And, therefore, (7.) The Holmeſs of the Chil- 
dren is not to be underitood in a higher Senſe 

than the Sanctiſication of the unbelieving Parent 


is, 
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is, from which that Holineſs is inferred. The 
Sanctiſication of the unbelieving Parent does 
not mean a Right to evangelical Privileges, in 
conſequence of the Faith of the believing Pa- 
rent; nor does the Holineſs of the Children 
intend a Right to thoſe Privileges, in conſe- 
quence of the Sanctification of the unbelieving 
Parent, by the believing one. This San#:fica- 
lion, and this Holiucſs, are to be taken in a civil, 
not in a religious Senſe. This, I think, will 
clearly appear, if the Deſign of the Apoſtle is 
duely conſidered: For, (S.) That is to prove, 
that the believing Wife ought not to depart 


from her unbelieving Huſband, and that the 


believing Huſband ought not to put away his 
unbelieving Wife; becauſe Faith, neither, in 
one, nor in the other, diſſolves their conjugal 
Relation, or renders it unlawful for them to 
cohabit together, in the matrimonial State ; 
which was the Point that the Corinthians 


wanted Information about. They ſcrupled 


the Lawfulncis of a Believer cohabiting with 
an Unbehever, in a fnarried State, and were 
inclined to think, that a believing Wife might 


depart from her unbelieving Huſband, and that 
a believing Huſband might put away his un» 
believing Wife. To rectify this Miſtake, the 


Apoſtle very appoſirely obſerves, that the unbe- 
lieving Huſband is /arz#:ified by the believing 
Wife, and that the unbelieving Wife is ſanctfſied 


by the bolieving Huſband; whereby is meant, 


that which united them together, as Huſband 


and Wife, and rendered it lawful for them to 


G 2 dwell 
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dwell together, as ſuch ; which was not Faith, 
but the Act of taking the Man for a Huſband, 
and the Act of taking the Woman for a Wife. 
Now, as this Scruple wholly reſpected the be- 
lieving Wife, and the believing Huſband, it 
was /irifly proper to obſerve the Act of the 
believing Party, rather than the Act of the 
unbelieving Party, by which the Marriage- 
Relation was conſtituted; and to ſhow, that 
Faith did not free the believing Party from 
that Obligation, which aroſe from her own, 
or his own voluntary Act, previous unto it. 
As a Servant is not freed from his Obligation 
to his Maſter by becoming a Believer ; ſo a 
Wife, or a Huſband, is not freed from that 
Obligation, by becoming a Believer, ſhe is 
under, as a Wife, or he is under, as a Huſ- 
band; and, therefore, it is not lawful for the 
believing Wife to depart from her unbelieving 
Huſband, nor for the believing Huſhand to 
put away his unbelieving Wife. This is 
plainly * Apofile's Senſe; and he enforces 
it, by obſerving, E . were your Children un- 
clean, but now are they boly: That is to ſay, 
they are not ſpurious, but legitimate ; becauſe 
your Marriage-Relation ti continues, and it 
is lawful tor you to cohabit together, as Wife 
and Huſband, and as Huſband Rad Wite, not- 
withſtanding one of you remain in a State of 
Unbelicf. (9.) Whatever may be underſtood, 
by that Holi, which the Apoſtle attributes 
to Children, it cannot give them a Right to 
Baptiſm, if any are not ſuch Subjects as Chrift 
requires 
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requires that ſolemn Act of Worſhip to be 
e upon; which Infants are not, am 
ure. None but thoſe can have a Right to 
Baptiſm, as it is a Privilege, on whom he re- 
quires it to be performed, as it is an Act of 
Worſhip. And, therefore, ſince he hath not 
commanded that Ordinance to be performed 
upon them, as it is an Act of Worſhip, they 
cannot juſtly be ſuppoſed to have a Right unto | 
it, as it is a Privilege. As the Command given 
to baptize, limits the Adminiſtration of that Or- 
dinance to Miniſters, ſo it confines it to ſuch, 
who are deſcribed in the Committion, to bap- 
tize, which Dr. Ridgley grants are Behevers only, 
or ſuch as are taught *: For, the Reaſon of 
both is the ſame. None may lawfully baptize, 
but Miniſters, becauſe the Command to admi- 
niſter Baptiſm is given to them, and to them 
only; and none but ſuch as are taught may 
lawfully be baptized, becauſe their Commiſ- 
ſion to perform this ſolemn Act of Chriſtian 
_ Worſhip, only authoriſes them to perform it 
upon thoſe who are firſt taught. If the Com- 
miſſion does not confine Baptiſm, to that Sort 
of Perſons, who are mentioned therein, how 
can it limit the Adminiſtration of it to Mi- 
niſters? Why may not a M:dwvfe, in a Cale 
of Neceſſity, baptize a Child? for which the 
Papiſts plead. Mr. E Itrinsham, indeed, hath 
a very wicommon Way of reaſoning, which, it 
allowed, will prove, that every Man, and 

| every 

* Body of Divinity, vol. 2. p. 408, 
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*very Woman, may both preach and baptize. 
It is this: All Duty belongs to the Law: All 
Men are under the Law : Therefore, what is 
the Duty. of one, is the Duty of all u. Women, 
as well as Men, are under the Law, and, 
therefore, 1t 1s the Duty of Women, to oreach 
and baptize, as much as it is the Duty of 
| Men. This is a notable Argument, in favour 
vx of Women's Preaching; for which the 
ll Suckers, if they are not aſhamed of it, may 
bo do well to give him their Thanks, 

1 4. The learned Doctor argues for che Right 
of laf Ats to Baptiſm, from its being an 1 
l trating Ordinance, as Circumciſion was, under 
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the legal Difpenſation : And, that as Infants 
were deuated to Gad, by Circumciſion, then, ſe 
they are, now, to be e to him, by Bap- 
tim . Anſw. 1. This Argument proves too 
much, if it proves any thing, v/z. That the 
Infants of auminal Chriſtians have the ſame 
Right to Baptiſm, as the Infants of rea! Be- 
lievers have, which he would not allow. 
2. His Caution here alſo is remarkable; for, 
though he ſpeaks of Baptiſm as an initiating 
Ordinance, yet, he does not ſay, into what 
Infants are initiated by it: Whether it is the 
Covenant of Grace, or the Church. The 
former, indeed, he could not ſay, becauſe he 
had before pleaded for their Right to Baptiſm, 
from their being included in the Covenant. 
wherein God has promiſed to be a God tis 


his 


* The Baptiſt againſt che Baptif Fc. p. 40. 
+ Body of Divinity, vol. 2. p. 412. 
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his People, and to their Seed: Nor even there 
does he aſſert, that, that Covenant is the Co- 


venant of Grace; fo very great was his Caution, 


leſt he ſhould give any Advantage to thoſe, 
who advance Doctrines, which are inconſiſtent 


with the Stability of the Covenant of Grace. 


And, by declining to ſay, that Baptiſm is an 


Ordmance of Initiation into the Church, he 


was not obliged to acquaint us, whether In- 
fants are initiated into a natzoral, or 0197 ega- 
#onal Church. The New Teſtament-Church, 
he well knew, is not national: And, he did 


not care to ſay, that Infants are, by Baptiſm, 
initiated into a comgregational Church, I ſup- 


poſe, becauſe he could not allow, that they 
have a Right to thoſe Privileges, which Chriſt 
hath granted fo ſuch a Church: And, there- 
fore, he barely ſpeaks of Baptiſm, as an ini- 
tiating Ordinance, without letting us Know 


into what Infants are initiated by it. 3. If 


Baptiſm is an Ordinance of Initiation into the 
Chriſtian Church, as Circumciſion was into 
the Jubi Church, and Baptiſm ſucceeds Cir- 
cumcifion, as it was ſuch, then Infants ought 
not to be baptized, becauſe they are not fit 
Materials for a Chriſtian Church, nor have 
any Right to thoſe Privileges, which Chriſt 


hath antes to it, for Edication, and ſpiri- 


tual Improvement. Without Circumci- 
ſion, none might lawfully join with the Jewrfh 


Church, in any external Acts of W orſhip. 
Circumciſſon in the Fleſh, though nit of the 
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Heart, was required, in order to that *: But 
Baptiſm is not required, in order to enjoy the 
Advantages of attending on that Worthip, 
which is performed in the New Teſtament- 
Church; if it was, the Children of Unbe- 
lievers, not being baptized, could not be al- 
lowed that Advantage; which is what, I think, 
our Brethren will not agree to. 5. The In- 
fants of ungodly Parents were initiated into 
the Jeroiſuh Church, by Circumciſion; why, 
therefore, may they not be initiated into the 
Chriſtian Church, by Baptiſm, if that ſucceeds 
Circumciſion as an Ordinance of Initiation? 
6. Chriſtian Baptiſm is a very  folemn AQ 
of Worſhip, which Circumciſion was mot ; 
and, therefore, though it ſhould be granted, 
that it ſucceeds Circumciſion, as an initiating 
Ordinance, it will by no means follow, that 
Infants have a Right to Baptiſm, becauſe they 
had a Right to Circumciſion ; for this clear 
Reaſon : No Act of religious Worſhip may be 
performed, upon any Subject, who is not in- 
cluded in the Command, by which that Act 
of Worſhip is inſtituted. Infants are not in- 
cluded in the Commiſſion, which Chriſt gave 
his Diſciples, to baptize; and, conſequently, it 
is not lawful to perform that Act of religious 
Worſhip on them. I am determined not to 
take any Advantage of our Brethren; but will 
allow them their Reaſoning, as far as can 
fairly be expected, which I may do, without 
the leaſt Prejudice to the Cauſe, wherein I am 
engaged, 


Exel. xliv. 7. 9. 
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engaged, if they cannot prove, that Infants are 
included in the Command, by which Baptiſm 
was inſtituted, they will never be able to 
prove, that they have a Right to it, as it is 
a Privilege : For, thoſe only have a Right to 
Baptiſm, as it is a Privilege, on whom Chriſt 
hath commanded it to be performed, as it is 
an Act of Worſhip, who are not Infants, I 
am ſure; but only ſuch as are taught, Thus 
much in anſwer to thoſe Arguments, which 
Dr. Ridgley brings to prove, that the Baptiſm 
df - Infants is lawful. I hope they may be al- 
| lowed to be ſufficient and full. TOE 

5. I will now conſider another Argument 
for - Infant- Baptiſm, which a learned Man 
thinks, is by far the moſt ſolid, It is this, as 
he ſtates it: All the Infants of all Believers, 
during Infancy, are in a relative State of Grace, 
in their Parents, by a certain ſpecial Oeconomy, 
or Appointment, of God. By the State of Grace, 
J uniterſtand, ſays he, a Right unto the Benefits 
of Grace and Glory, and, therefore, unto Remij- 
fron of Sins, Santtification, and Glorification, or 
eternal Life : Yet he apprehends, that hey do 
not actually partake of theſe Benefits, «while they 
are in this relative State, but upon its being 
changed into an abſolute State; which Change 
is either by Death, or the oe of Reaſon. Thoſe 
whom Death remaves in this relative State of 
Grace, they muſt all neceſſarily paſs into an ab 
ſolute State of Grace. Hence, as many Infants of 
Believers as die in Tifancy, none excepted, are 
bleſſed with Grace and Glory, and fo are * N 

1 the 
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the relative State of Grace being graciouſly 
changed int an immortal and abſolute one *. 
Of this Opinion was the late learned Dr. 
Watts, which he delivers in his Ruin and 
Recovery, In my Anſwer to that Book, 1 
did not take it into Conſideration, becauſe 1 
thought it not a proper Place: But, as 1 
have Reaſon to think, that this Sentiment 
obtains, and this Occaſion offers for an Exami- 
nation of it, I will now attend unto the Con- 
ſideration thereof.  Yenema obſerves, that hen 
Children come to the Uſe of Reaſon, the Relation 
10 God by their Parents ceaſes, and they no longer 
enjoy a Right to the Benefits of Grace and Glory, 
on that Foundation, by which they enjoyed it 
through their Infant-State. A new Diſpenſation 
of Grace takes Place with the Adult, which, 
under the Condition of Faith and Repentance, 
conveys, not only a Right, but alſo the Benefits 
themſelves : Wherefore, Infants who after embrace 
Cort with a fincere Affection, are brought into 
an abſolute State of Grace: On the Contrary, 
thoſe whoſe Minds are alienated from Chiti, 
fand in à State of Wrath +, This Hypotheſis 
cannot be true, becauſe it is inconſiſtent with 
various. Doctrines of the Goſpel, (I.) It ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppoſes, that Divine Love is mutable. 
All ſuch, who have a Right to the Blefſings of 
Grace and Glory, are Objects of the Love of 
God, for that Right ſprings from thence, as the 
. 5 original 
* Omnes omnium Fidelium Infantes, c. Fenema Differ, ſac. 


"lib. iii. cap. iii. p. 526, 527. 
T Lid. p. 428, 22 
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original Cauſe of it: And, therefore, the Loſs 
of that Right infers a Change in Divine Love, 


from which it flows, as the Origin of it. 


(2.) If this Hypothefis is true, then ſome 
muſt be ſuppoſed to have a Right to ſaving 
Benefits, whom God never intended to fave, 
-or whom he did not chuſe to Salvation. 
Right to Salvation cannot .be of larger Extent, 
than the Decree of Salvation is; for, to what 
Purpoſe are any inveſted with a Right to Sal- 
vation, who are not included in. the Decree 
of Salvation? Can ſuch be thought to have 
a Right to Salvation, whoſe Salvation 1s not 


deſigned by God? Beſides, none are inveſted 


with a Right to Salvation, in the Perſons of 
others, (of Parents, for Inſtance, which the 


learned Man ſuppofes,) but in their own Per- 
ſons; as none are choſen to it, in the Perſons. 


of others, but in their own. (3.) None have 
a Right to Salvation, but thoſe who are the 


Sons of God: Children, then Heirs, Heirs of 
The Re- 


God, and Jaint- Heirs with Chri/t. 
lation of Sons to God cannot ceaſe: It, 
therefore, all the Infants of Believers are the 
Children of God, they will always be fo, and 
cannot be deprived of that Right to Happinets, 
which belongs to them, as ſuch ; which effec- 
tually overthrows this Hypotheſis. (4.) Right 


to Salvation is founded in Juſtification, by the 


Imputation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs : Being 
juſtified by his Grace, we are made Heirs, ac- 
cording to the Hope of eternal Life. Now, 
if it is true, that all the Infants of Believers 
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| have a Right to Life, they are all juſtified 
by Chriſt's Righteouineſs, and ſhall certainly 
be all glorified, even thoſe who arrive unto 
adult Age, except ſome of them, may be juſti- 
fied by Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, while in their 
Infant-State, and ceaſe to be fo, or loſe their 
Intereſt, in his Righteouſneſs, when they are 
adult, which cannot be. (5.) Chriſt obtained, 
by his Death, a Right to Faith, for all thofe 
on whoſe Account he laid down his Life ; and, 
therefore, if he died for all the Infants of Be- 
levers, which the learned Man ſuppoſes he 
did, then they ſhall all be bleſſed with Faith, 
and, conſequently, none of them, when they 
become adult, can periſn. Indeed, he ſays, 
Chriſt did not 2 mich obtain Faith for Men, as 
Grace and Glory, for them who believe. But 
that is a falſe Principle, which he begs, in 
order to ſupport his Hypotheſis. I think it 
needleſs, to offer more Particulars, to evert 
this Opinion; thoſe mentioned are ſutficient to 
that Purpoſe. The learned Man endeavours 
to prove his Hypot heſis, from the Words of 
our Lord, concerning Children, who were pre- 
ſented to him, and bleſſed by him; of whom 
he ſaid thus: For of ſuch is the Kingdom of 
Heaven, Three Things he obſerves: (I.) That 
bey were Young Infants *. (2.) That they were 
brought to Chrift by their Parents, who believed, 
Nc. (3.) That for this Reaſom Chriſt admitted 
them tg him, and i in this Relation declared then 
Heirs 


* Infantes tenellos intelligi, & c. Fenema Diller, fac, lib. iii. 
cap. iv. p. 544. 
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Heirs of his Benediction, and of the Kingdom of 


God. I allow, that theſe Children were In- 
fants: But it is not ſaid, that they were 
brought to Chriſt by their Parents: Nor is 
any Reſpe& had unto thoſe, who preſented 


them to our Saviour, whether they were their 


Parents, or others; nor to their Faith, who- 
ever they were: And, therefore, the Hypo- 
theſis receives no Support at all, from hence. 
He apprehend, that 1 Cor. vii. 14. fully 
proves it : His Diſcourſe on this Place is very 


prolix : After rejecting various Interpretations 
given of the Text, by Eraſmus Schmdius, 
Chryſoftom, Eljner, Lishtfeot, Knatchbul, Hams 


mond, and Dodell, &c. he proceeds to deliver 


his own Senſe concerning it; and, in order to 


that, obſerves, that the Seruple * which was raiſed 
concerning Believers, joined in Marriage before 
Converfion, lay in this; Whether, if a Huſband 
or Wife, fhould continue in Heathen ſin and Ido- 
latry, the Believer might abide in the matrimo- 
mal State, entered into, or contrafted before 
Faith, and the Holineſs of Marriage be pre- 
ferved? In the Opinion of the Antient:, the 
con ugal Relation had a ſpiritual Reſpect tn 
Chrift, which repreſented the Union of Chriſt 
with the Saints, and raiſed up a Seed to Chriſt. 
f now either of the married Parties «was an 
Alien from the Faith, that ſeemed to deſtroy the 


Ty" 4 e ge, and the myſtical Relation 
it of 


* Seru ulus, qui Fidelibus ante Converſionem Matrimonis 
copulatis ſubnaſcebatur, c. Venema Differ, ſac, lib, ii. cap. v. 
P. 7 959: 
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The Apoſtle, anſwering to this & eruple of 
Conſcience, affums, that the Infidelity of the other 
married Party did not binder, but that the 
Marriage might be holy; for here the Unbeliever 
7s not at all reckoned f by Chrijt, but be aſſerts, 
that he is in this Matter eſteemed in the believing 
Party; fo that the Marriage, notwithflanding 
the ie of the one married Party, will ſtill 
remain, and be approved of by Chriſt, In this 
Obſervation fome Things are n which 
are not proved, and may not be granted : 
1. That the Marriage-Relation, z#felf, is not a 
Repreſentation of the Union of Chriſt with 

the Saints; or, that it may not be conſidered, 
as an Emblem of it, unleſs either the Hathind. 
or the Wife, is a Believer ; which is not true 
For, the Apoſtle {peaks of the Marriage- 
Relation, in 2Zſeff, as ſuch an Emblem, with- 
out any Reſpect to Faith, in the Huſband, 
or the Wife. 2. That Faith conſtitutes the 
Marriage-Relation holy. This is a Miſtake: 
Marriage, indeed, 1s honourable, as 1t 1s ap- 
pointed of God, and is {ubſervient to the Ac- 
compiuſhment of his wiſe and holy Deſigns ; 
but Faith, in the Parties married, makes not 
the Relation 5%. Farther, 3. It is ſuppoſed, 
that the Corinthians thought, that Children 
born of Parents, who were both Believers, 
were holy, and a Seed raiſed up to Chriſt ; 
but the Children, born of Parents, one whereo! 

was an Unbeliever, were not ſo; and, there 
fore, they ſcrupled the Lawfulneſs of a be- 
lieying Wife, to cohabit with an unbelieving 
Huſband, 
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# Huſband, and the Lawfulneſs of a believing 
Huſband, to cohabit with an unbelieving 
Wife: Of the Truth of which there is not 
the leaſt Appearance, in the whole Context. 
Indeed, they ſcrupled the Lawfulneſs of a 
Believer's cohabiting with an Unbeliver, not 
for the Reaſon here afſigned, but becauſe it 
ſcemed to them unit, that a Chriſtian, and a 
Heathen, ſhould , dwell together, as Man and 
Wife; and, therefore, they thought it might 
be lawful for a believing Wife, to depart from 
her unbelieving Huſband, and for a believing 
Huſband to put away his unbelieving Wife; 
which it could not be, unleſs Faith diflolves 
the Marriage-Relation, arid frees the Subject 
of it, from that c:v!/ Obligation he is under, 
ariſing from his own voluntary Act; but that 
it doth not: And, therefore, the Apoſtle per- 
tinentiy obſerves, that the unbelieving Huſband 
is ſanctified by the believing Wife, Sc. which 
Sanctification muſt be underſtood in a chi 
Senſe, becauſe it is aſſigned, as a Reaſon, and 
Proof, of the Continuance of the Obligation, 
on the believing Party, whether Wife, or 
Huſband, ſtill to dwell with the unbelieving 
one; and, conſequently, the Sanctification of 
the unbelieving Party, ariſes not from the 
Faith of the believing one,. but from that 
which makes it unlawful, for the believing 
one, to depart from, or put away the Unbe- 
liever; which can be no other, than the Act 
of taking the Man for a Huſband, and the 
Woman for a Wife. As this Doubt of the 


Corinthians 
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Corinthians wholly reſpected the believing 
Party, whether Wife, or Huſband, it was 
ftriftly proper, to obſerve the Act of that 
Party, rather than the Act of the other Party, 
whereby ſhe, or he, became obliged unto the 
unbelieving Party, The Matter under Confi- 
deration, was not the Lawfulneſs, or Unlaw- 
fulneſs, of thoſe Parties marrying z for, there 
could be no queſtion of its Lawfulneſs, they 
both being, at the Time of Marriage, in a 
State of Infidelity: But the Point to be deter- 
mined was this; Whether it was lawful for a 
Believer to continue in the State of Matrimony 
with an Unbeliever? And the Apoſtle deter- 
mines it is; becauſe the unbelieving Party was 
ſanctiſiel by the believing one. That, there- 
fore, in Rs believing Party, which ſanctified 
the unbelieving one, made it not only lawful 
for, but alſo binding on the believing Party, to 
abide in the married State, with the * 
lieving one; which could not be Faith; 
muſt be the voluntary Act of that Party, in 
the Contraction of Marriage, and nothing elſe: 
For which Reaſon, the Apoſtle does not ſay, 
that, by the Faith of the believing Wife, the 
88 Huſband is ſanctified, Gc. but 
barely this; the unbelieving Huſband is ſancti- 
fied by the believing Wife, &c. without af- 
ſigning Faith, as the Cauſe of that Sanctifica- 
tion; nor is that deducible from the Words. 
That, and that only, is the Cauſe of this 
vanctification, which makes it lawful for a 
Belicyer, to continue in the married er th 
Wit 
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with an Unbeliever; and that cannot poſſibly 
be Faith; it muſt be that which conſtituted 
the Marriage-Relation, on her, or his Part, 
vg. her, or his, voluntary Act, in contracting 
Marriage. Wherefore, it is clear, that this 
Sancti ſication of the unbelieving Party, is not 
to be underſtood in a religious, but in a col 
Senſe: And the Holineſs of the Children, 
which is inferred from the San&ification of 
the unbelieving Parent, is not to be underſtood. 
in a religious, but in a civil Senſe likewiſe, 
The. Senf:fication of the unbelieving Parent, 
gives no Right to religious Privileges, and the 
Hulineſs of the Children does not entitle to ſuch 
Privileges. Moſt cvident, I think it is, that 
this Hypotheſis, receives not the leg Proof 
from any Part of the Apoſtle's Reaſoning, in 
this Place. The learned Man begs, and rakes 
tor granted, what he ought to have proved, 
and then interprets the Text, in ſuch a Way, 
as might ſerve to countenance his Opinion, 
But, if this Hypotheſis was true, it would 
not prove the Right of Infants to Baptiſm, 
though he ſays, it is, by far the mos fold 
| Foundation of Infant-Boptiſm * ; for two Rea- 
ſons: One is, this Holineſs is not predicated 
of the Children of a believing Parent, as {= 
fants, in Diſtinction from her, or his De- 
ſcendants, who are paſt the State of Infancy, 
It is ſpoken of, and attributed to them, as 18 
her, or his Deſcendants, whether Infants, or * I 
. 1 | not: | 
Cum que longe ſolidiſſimum P:xdo- Baptiſmi fit Funda⸗ 
mentum. Yenema Diller, fac. lib, tji, cap. ill. p. 539, 
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not: And, this Holineſs is not loſt, when they 
become adult, nor are they then wnclean, in 
the Apoſtle's Senſe, though they remain in an 
unregenerate State, He takes it for granted, 
that the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Infant-Seed, in Diſ- 
tinction from Adult, of Which there is not the 
leaſt Intimation, in the whole Context: So 
that, Holineſs muſt mean Legitimacy; for in 
no other Senſe can it be ſaid, that an ad: 
Child of a Believer is holy, who remains unre- 
generate: And, this Hotneſs is attributed to 
the Children of a believing Parent, without 
any Reſpect to their Age, whether infant, or 
adult. The other Reaſon is, if this Holineſs is 
to be underſtood in a religious Senſe, Baptiſm 
being a ſolemn Act of inſtituted Worthip, it 
is not law ful to perform it upon any Subject, 
who is not included in the Command, by 
which it is inſtituted, (as I have before faid,) 
which Infants ate 'not: And, conſequently, 
this ZHo/rneſs can be no Proof of their Right 
to Baptiſm, even though it ſhould be allowed, 
that it is to be taken in a religious Senſe 
None can have a Right to Baptiſm, as it is 

- Privilege, but. thoſe, on whom Chriſt bath 
commanded it to be performed, as it is an 
Act of Worſhip, who are not Infants, I am 
certain, 

Having anſwered the 3 advanced 
by our Prethren, for Infant-Baptiſm, I will 
now briefly ſtate our Objections, againſt it. 
Object. 1. There is no Command for, nor 
any Precedent of Infant- Daptiſm, in the New 


Teſtament, 
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Teſtament. I cannot but think, that this is a 
very ſtrong Objection; becauſe, as no Mode 
of Worſhip is lawful to be practiſed, which is 
not commanded, or recommended to us by 
the Example of Perſons, acting under Divine 
Direction; ſo no Act of religious Worſhip, 
may lawfully be performed upon any Subject, 
without Authority for it, from God, either by 
his Command, requiring it, or, by the Ex- 


ample of ſome Perſon, acting under his Di- 


rection, therein, from whence it may be con- 
cluded, that it is agreeable to the Divine Will: 
Neither of which, in this Caſe, is pretended, 
except by ſome % Gif Advocates, who 


argue, that whole Houſho/ds were baptized, 


wherein, they ſeem deſirous to have it ſup- 
poſed, that there were Infants, without any 


Evidence, of it. They are willing to beg, 


what they cannot prove: But this Caule is of 
too great Importance, to allow of ſuch Libe- 
rality to them. Dr. Riagley, in anſwering to 
this Objection, obſerves, that conſequential Proot 
is ſufficient. This is a facit Acknowiedgment, 
that direct and expreſs Proof cannot be given: 


And, as to his conſequential Proofs, they have 


been before confidered, and found zwahd, 1 


freely grant, that conſequential Proof of Doc- 


trines is ſufficient z becauſe they are capable of 
ſuch Proof : For, as there is a Connection be- 
tween Principles, and one is inferrible from 
another, expreſs Proof being given of any 
Principle, wherewith another is connected, 
and from which it 

i ct Proof 


is juſtly inferrible, that 
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Proof is direct and explicit, reſpecting the 
Truth of the former Principle, and it is a 
conſequential Proof of the Truth of the latter, 
which is a Deduction from the former. But 
I cannot allow, that the Mode and Subject of 
inſtituted Worſhip, are capable of conſequen- 
| tial Proof, becauſe they are not inferrible from 
any ching, but that Command, by which the 
Act of Worſhip is inſtituted, or they are not 
deductible, from any Principle whatever, but 
are wholly of Divine Appointment, if legal ; 
and, therefore, they will not admit of Werl 
quential Proof. The Proof of the Legality of 
the Mode and Subject of inſtituted Worſhip, 
muſt be direct and expreſs, or it is none. He 
farther obſerves, that Baptiſm was in uſe with the 
Tews, and that they baptized Children with"therr 
Parents, who became Proſelytes ; and, therefore, 
there was no Need for Chriſt fo give particular 
Direction to his Diſciples, to baptize Infants, 
becauſe they would conclude upon that, from the 
Cuftom of the Jews, who bapti zed the Children 
of fuch as became Proſelytes. It does not ap- 


pear, by any thing expreſſed, either in the 
Old or New Teſtament, that this was the 


Practice of the Jews, before, or in our Sa- 
viour's Time; and, therefore, I confeſs, that 
Jam not very forward, to give Credit to the 
. Teſtimony of h Rabbies, concerning the 
Antiquity of that Cuſtom. Nor can I think, 

that a Command given to the 1fraelites, to waſh 
; eie n was an Order to waſh their Bodies, 


bY which 
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which Tew:jh Maſters ſay it was “. Beſides, 
if this was Fact, and the Diſciples of our Lord 
did conclude upon the Right of Infants to 
Baptiſm, from thence, it is reaſonable to think, 
that they would have given ſome Intimation 
of it, either in Words, or by their Practice; 


whereas they have not. There is not the leaſt 


Ground for a Pretence, that they had any 
ſuch Apprehenſion. Our Brethren, therefore, 
upon being aiked, Who bath required the 
Baptiſm of Intants, at your Hands ? will 
never be able to anſwer. that Chriſt, by whom 
this /olemn Act of Worſhip was inttituted, re- 
none it of them. 


Object. 2. Several Things in the Com- 


miſſion. by which Miniſters are authorized to 
baptize, evince, that Intant-Baptiſm is unlaw- 
ful: Go ye therefore, teach all Nations, bap- 
tizing them, in the Name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Gbojt; teaching them 
70 obſerve all Things whatſgever I have com- 
manded you: And bo, I am with you alway, 
even unto the End of the World. (I.) Teach- 
ing ought to precede Baptiſm ; 8 being 


taught is required, as a Qualification for Bap- 


tiſm, than which nothing can be more evt- 
dent: For, Chriſt's Command to baptize, 
only reſpects them who are taught; not any, 
Or . in all Nations, but thoſe, and only 

thote, 


"OM Bs Fes Veftium erat. Per veſtes, inquiunt, totum 
Corpus intelligitur. 1d unde conſtat; Magiſiri, ita docent. 
Verum, ut iis credamus adverſus expreſſa Scripture Tefimoma, 


Ratio nulla «|, 
p. 425 


Dr. Onven, O oe. edit, Breu dc. 
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thoſe, in all Nations, who are inſtructed, 
And, therefore, Infants not being capable of 


Inſtruct tion, they are not capable Subjects of 
Baptiſm, nor can be qualified, as Chriſt re- 
quires thoſe ſhould be, whom, it is his Plea- 


ure, that his Minifters ſhould baptize. And, 
this Inſtruction muſt be effectual for ingenerating 
Faith, which appears, not only from the Senſe 
of the Word, in the New Teſtament *, but 
alſo from what Mark expreſſes, in his ſhorter 
Account of the Commiſſion ; He that helicvet- 


and is baptized. Hence, it is moſt clear, that 
Chriſt intends fuch Inſtruction, as is pro- 


ductive of an Act of Faith; which entirely 
everts that Senſe, which ſome have given, of 
the Command to teach, v/2. Diſciple, by bap- 
Hzing, without Inſtruction firſt given; and, 
which Dr. Rzdg/ey acknowledges, 15 not de- 
fenſible. (2.) The Form of Baptiſm will not 
allow us to think, that Infants are the proper 
Subjects of it. That Form is the Pronuncia- 
tion of the Names of the Divine Perſons; 


Father, Son, and Holy Spirit ; without which, 


neither dipping into, nor ſprinkling with 
Water, is Chriſtian Baptiſm. This, therefore, 


is as 1 an Act of Worſhip, as was ever 


inſtituted by God. Now, that only can be a 


ſuſlicient Authority for a Miniſter's performing 
this Ack of Wor ſhip, which gives him expreſs 
Direction, on whom to perform it: And, 
ſince Infants are not included, in that Direc- 
tion, but ſuch only who are ee peforming 


this 
An iv. 21. 


From fome groundlejs Charges, &c. 63 
this ſolemn Act of Worthip (than which none 
is more ſo) on them, cannot be lawful. Be- 
{ides, it is reaſonable to conclude, that it is the 
Will of God, that both the Parties, who are 
concerned in this Act of Worthip, ſhould be 
capable of adoring him, thercin ; not only the 
Adminiſtrator of the Ordinance, but alſo the 
Subject, on whom it is adminiſtered ; which 
Infants are not. That Proof, 1 am ture, 
ought to be very clear and irons, which may 
juſtly demand our Aſſent to this; that it is the 


Wil of God, that any ſuch ſhall be Parties 


concerned in his Worſhip, who have not the 
Uſe of Realon. (3.) Chriſt requires his Mi- 
niſters to teach thoſe, whom they have bap- 


tized, to obſerve all Things whatſcever be bath 
commanded them: And, therefore, if they bap- 


tize any, who are incapable of receiving ſuch 
Inſtruction, and of yielding Obedience to 
Chriſt's Commands, therein, they act without 
his Authority: Conſequendiy, Infant-Baptiſin 


is unlawful. (4.) Our bleſſed Lord promiſes 


his Preſence: Lo, I am with you akoay, even 
4% the End of the World. This gracious Pro- 


mile is intended, not for the Encouragement of 


Miniſters only, who adminiſter the Ordinance 
of Baptiſm, but alſo for the Enconragement of 


thoſe, on whom it is adminiſtered : And, 


therefore, Chriſt deſigned this Infiitution, for 


the preſent ſpiritiial Advantage re and Edijicatron 


of thoſe, on whom it is his Will that it ſhould 


be adminiſtered ; of which, I ſuppale, none 


will fay, that Infants are capable, FMlis gra- 


0 us 


F 


1 — — — — 4 — © ada . — "IE # — — 5 1 
X * was; oh . * 5 2 a 8 * — 
— ok — 


— * 
— — "OR 


1 — 1 * 
** - __ ———— 2 
* A wrt 8 
. - : 2 
„ A — — * 1 
n 
ahn ** 


„0 ci, co 838 


N — 5” Q gr Sn, K _ — 
e ——— — — by = 5 
—— — — —— 5 —̃ — n —_— = * 
5 I 


8 — ge — 
== 2 — IS — 


> CE SEES” 


a TS 


——— — — — 


— — — 
. TRY 


64 The Baprifhs vindicated 


cious End in its Inſtitution, cannot poſſibly be 
anſwered, in them. It will be impoſſible to 
prove, that it is the Will of Chriſt, that In- 


fants ſhould be baptized, without denying, 


that he intended that Inſtitution for the preſent 
Ediſicalion of thoſe on whom it is admini- 
ſtered: And, ſuch a Denial would come with 
a very i Grace, from any one, who profetles 


Faith in that precious Promiſe, which is here 
expreſſed, for the Encouragement of both the 
Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm, and of the Perſons 
who are baptized. Upon the whole, I think, 


that it may be fairly concluded, from the 
Committion, that the Baptiſm of Infants never 


came into the Mind of Chriſt. © 
Objeck. 3. The Baptiſm of Infants is not 
Po" becauſe it cannot be the Anſwer of a 


good Conſcience. This Objection is drawn 
trom what the Apoſtle Peter ſays of em; 


whoſe Words are theſe: The lie Figure ubere- 
unto even Baptiſm doth alſo now ſave us noi 
the putting away the Filth of the Fleſh, but 


the Anſwer of a good Conſcience) by the Refur- 
rectian of Jeſus Chriſt *, 1 ſuppoſe, it will be 
allowed, that in this Place, either the Baptiſm 


of the Spirit, or the Ordinance of Water- 
Baptiſm, is intended, Let us enquire which. 


The Baptiſm: of the Spirit means, either B.. 


ſanctifyin g Operations, or the extraordinary Ef 


| fuſion of his Gifts, upon the Apoſtles. There 


is Reaſon to think, that John deſigns the latter. 
when he lays of Chriſt, He ſhall baptize 3 
Wi7 


* 1 Pet. it. 21 
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with the Hely Ghoſt, and with Fire; becauſe, 
he ſpeaks of it, as a Thin future, and not 
Prtſent, the Holy Spirit not being yet given, in 
that extraordinary Way. Now, if the Bap- 
tiſm of the Spirit is to be underſtood of that, 
it cannot be deſigned in this Place, becauſc this 
is a Privilege common to the Subjects of Sal- 
vation; whereas, that is not: And, if the 
Baptiſm of the Spirit deſigns his Goctifying 


Operations, it cannot be meant here; tor, his 
Work of Grace upon the Heart, is not a F- 


gure, which this Baptiſm is; nor, was it need- 
ful to ſay of that, mt the putting away the 
Filth of the Fleſh, 1. e. external Defilement, 
fince that Work is not outward, but inward, 


and the Heart is the Subject of it. The 


Apoſtle means a Baptiſm which is external ; 


and aſſerts, that its outward Effect, ws. 
cleanfing from external Defilement, is not 


what he hath in view, but the Anſwer of @ 
good Conſcience, therein, which is internal, and 
properly oppoſed unto, the cleanſing from 
_ outward Defilement, or putting away the 


Filth of the Fleſh: And, therefore, it is not 
the Baptiſm of the Spirit, taken in either 
Senſe, that is deſigned, but the Ordinance of 
Baptiſm. I have another Reaſon to offer, for 


not underſtanding it of the Baptiſm of the 


Spirit; which is this : Infants cannot be the 
Subjects of it; for, there cannot be the Anſwer 
of a good, or bad Conſcience, in them, be-. 
cauſe they have not the Uſe. of Reaſon, This 
Anſwer reſpects not the Principle of _ 
K ut 
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but the Acts of it. Infants are capable Sub- 
jects of a Principle of Grace, but not of 
gracious Acts. Such this Anſwer of a good 
Conſcience is. If, therefore, it is allowed, 
that Infants are capable Subjects of thagBaptiſm 
of the Spirit, that cannot be here meant, be- 
cauſe they are incapable of the Anſwer of a 
good Conſcience. I may be cenſured, as cruel 
to Infants, becauſe I think they ought not to 
be baptized ; but I would not, for the World, 
give into any Opinion, that ſuppoſes them in- 
capable of Salvation, which they muſt be, if 
they are incapable of the Baptiſm of the Spirit, 
as it is taken for this ſanctifying Work on the 
Heart, and if that Work neceſſarily includes 
in it, or is the Anſwer of a good Conſcience. 
Wherefore, it ſeems moſt clear to me, that it 
is the Ordinance of Baptiſm, which is here 
meant, and not the Baptiſm of the Spirit. 
Baptiſm is ſaid to be the Anſwer of a good 
Conſcience, becauſe Enquiry is, or ought to 
be made of every Candidate for it, concerning 
his Faith tn Chrift ; as Philip examined the 
Eunuch, concerning his Faith, when he pro- 
poſed to be ba tized by him, faying, Here 1s 
Water, what doth hinder me to be baptized * 
Philip anſwers him, If thou believeſt with all 
thine Heart, thou maye/t : Wherein this Queſ- 
tion 1s implied ; Doſt thou believe with all 
thine Heart? Unto which he replies, I behezve, 
that Feſus Chrift is the Son of God*. This was 
the Anſwer of a good Conſcience; whereupon 


FRup 
» 47s vill. 36, 37. 
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Philip baptized him. Since the Apoſtle plainly 


ſuppoſes ſuch an Anſwer, in Baptiſm, it may 
fairly be concluded, that he was unacquainted 
with the Baptiſm of any, who were naturally 
incapable of giving ſuch an Anſwer. The 
Baptiſm of Infants was not practiſed in his 
Time, ſo far as he knew, nor ought it to have 
been ſince, becauſe it is impoſſible it ſhould 
be the Anſwer of a good Conſcience, which 
he aſſerts Baptiſm is. 

_ Ohbje#. 4. Infant-Baptiſm is not lawful, 
5 5 Baptiſm is a Branch of Righteouſneſs, 
which the People of God ought to fulfil. 


e is evident, from the Words of our Lord 


to John, concerning it; Suffer it to be ſo now; 
for thus it herometh us, to fulfil all Ri chteouſ- 
neſs *: Wherein it is plainly ſuppoſed, that, 
not only the Perſon, who adminiſters Baptiſm, 
fulfils Rightcouſne, but alſo the Party, on 
whom it is adminiſtered, fulfils it. And, 


therefore, ſuch as are naturally incapable | 


thereof, which all will allow, that Infants are, 


cannot be the /ga/ Subjects of Baptiſra. And, 


thoſe Parents who offer their Infants to Bap- 
tiſm, and, when they are grown up, endeavour 
to make them believe, that it is not neceſſary 
they ſhould be baptized, upon their Conver- 
ſion, do what in them les, to hinder their 
Children fulfilling a 2 Branch 'of Righteouſneſs, 


Which God moſt certainly requires them to 


fulfil, as Followers of the Bleſſed Jeſus ; 


whereof our good Brethren, who difter "TY 5 


1 | Us, 
* Matt. ii. 15. . 
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us, in this Point, would do well ſeriouſly to 
conſider. How they will be able to defend 


themſelves, in this Matter, I cannot tell. If 
the Opinion of the Right of Infants to Baptiſm, 


were to obtain ni verſally, there would be but 
a very inconſiderable Number of Perſons left, 
in a Chriſtian Nation, from whom this Branch 


of Righteouſneſs could be expected to be ful- 


filled. Chriſt, in that Cate, would ſcarcely 
have any 1 in this Act of holy Obe- 
dience; winch ought to be well had by 

our Brethren, for it is a Matter of great Im- 


portance. They only plead for the Right of 
the Infants of Believers to Baptiſm ; and, there- 


fore, one would think, that they ſhoald con- 
clude, that it is the Duty of : Children of 


Unbelievers to be baptized, when they believe, 


although they may know, that they were bap- 


tized in their Infancy ; ; but, if I am not miſ- 


taken, very few, if any of them, put them 
upon a Submiſſion to Baptiſm, when they are 
converted, thinking their former Baptiſm ſuf- 
ficient, though, according to the Frinciples 


from which they argue, they then had no 


Right unto it, Thus they endeavour, as 


much as they can, to prevent Chriſtians yield- 
ing Obedience to the Will of God, in this 


Branch of Righicouſnels, which all his People 


ought to fulfil, after the Example of Chriſt, 
upon an Apprehenſion, that Infants have a 


| Right to Baptiſin, as it is a Privilege; not con- 


fidering, that none can have a Right unto it, 


as it is a Privilege, who are naturally incapable 


of 


= — P Pn * 
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of ſubmitting to it, as it is a Branch of 
Righteouſneſs, which God expects his People 
to fulfil. 


VI. Mr. Elringham undertakes to prove, 
that the Mode of Baptiſm, is not dipping, but 
ſprinkling. In his Letter, he ſays, the Word 
baptizo may ſignify to dip, or waſh all over, 


for any thing I know to the contrary ; and 


adds, but that it ſignifies to dip in Water al- 
ways, is a moſt glaring Abſurdity “. When it is 


uſed to expreſs the Action of dipping into ſome. 


other Liquid; dipping in Water is not there 
meant; I ſuppoſe, that none will think it 1s, 


But * Meaning, I imagine, is this, vis. That 


it does not always fignify dipping, when it 1s 
uſed to expreſs the Action of making a Perſon, 
or Thing, wet, with Water, Our Brethren 
do not deny, that the Word (Bants @) bap- 
tize, properly, and primarily, ſignifies to im- 


merſe, plunge, or dip, though they tay it alſo 
ſignifies to waſh, where dipping cannot be in- 


tended : But then, as learned Stachus oblerves, 
the Word. is not uſed, in its proper, but in a 


tropical Senſe +, I am determined, in this 


Matter, to aſk no more, than muſt be granted, 
for the Cauſe I am to defend, does not at all 
oblige me to it. Be it fo, therefore, that the 
Word does not always ſignify to dip, but ſome- 
times to ſprinkle, or pour ; What is proved by 


it? Not that Baptiſm ought to be adminiſtered 


by ſprinkling, or pouring of Water, on a Per- 
[on. The utmoſt which can be pretended from 


hence 
P. 7. + Clavis Nov. Teſt. in . 
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70 The Baptiſts vindicated 
hence is, that Baptiſm may be adminiſtered, 
either by dippping, or ſprinkling, as the Ad- 
miniſtrator and the Subject ſhall chuſe, becauſe 
it cannot certainly be determined, in what 
Manner it is the Will of Chriſt it ſhould be 
performed, by reaſon of the Ambiguity of the 
Word. It muſt, therefore, be allowed, that, at 
leaſt, it favours us Drppers, as much as it does 
Sprinklers. Is it reaſonable to think, that this 
is the real Fact? Can it be thought, that 
- Chriſt hath left us to perform this ſolemn Act 
of Worthip, in what Manner we ourſelves 
ſhall like beſt, without any plain Direction, 
reſpecting the Mode of that Act of Worſhip 
We cannot think ſo, without charging upon 
him, a Want of Uniformity, as the Inftitutor 
of New Teſtament-Worſhip. In all other In- 
ſtances, he hath given us plain Directions, re- 
ſpecting the Mode of Worthip, either imme- 
diately, or by his Apoſtles, in Words, or by 
their Practice, under his Bieden: And, I 
cannot be perſuaded to think, that, in this Par- 
ticular, he hath not acted like himſelf; which 
he hath not, if there is that Ambiguity, 1 in this 
Affair, that is pretended, and it is lawful for 
us to adminiſter Baptiſm, either by dipping, or 
ſprinkling, as we pleaſe. Let us, therefore, 
mparlially, and ſerioufly enquire, whether there 
is not ſome Medium, by which we may arrive 
at a Certainty, ry. the Mind of Chriſt, 
in ow momentous Affair? And, 
. I cannot but be of Opinion, that the Im- 
en of che Word N baptize, notwith- 
| Randing | 


1 
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ſtanding it is ſaid to be ambiguous, is ſufficient 
to that Purpoſe. It is a Rule with Divines, 
that Words ought to be taken, in their proper, 
and primary Senſe, though they are ſometimes 
uvied in a different one, except there are ſome 
Circumſtances in the Text, which will not 
admit of that Senſe. T his is a good Rule: 
And, I am ſure, a Departure from it would 
be attended with very dangerous Conſequences, 
on ſome of the mot important Doctrines of the 
Goſpel ; which thoſe muſt know, who are at 
all acquainted with Socinian Controverſies. If 


this Rule may be allowed to hold good, in 


_ ether Points, why ſhould it not be allowed in 


this? If it may, then we need not look any 


further, than the Commiſſion, to adjuſt the 
Matter under Conſideration ; becauſe, our Bre- 
then grant, that the Word, properly, and 


frimarily, ſignifies to immerſe, dip, or plunge, 
though, they ſay, it is ſometimes uſed to ex- | 
preſs ſprinkling, or pouring. And, ſince there 
are no Circumſtances, in the Text, which will 
not admit of the Word being taken in its proper, 


and primary Senſe, it is reaſonable to interpret 
the Commiſion, as a Command, to adminiſter 
Baptiſm, by dipping... Wherefore, dipping, in 
Baptiſm, is commanded, and is not an Act of 
Will- Worſhip, which Mr. Eltringham affirnis 
it is u. 

We may next conſider the Circumſtances 
of, ped the Places wherein, the Baptiſm of the 
primitive Chriſtians was performed, in order 


to 
* His Letter, p. 7. 
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to ſettle this Matter. Our Brethren, here alſo 


endeavour, rather, to PlizSle the Cauſe, than 


to diſcover Truth, by criticizing on the Greet 
' Prepoſitions, (4, amo, eis; in, out of, and into,) 


which are uſed, on this Subject: Vet, T doubt 


not, but to oblige them to acknowledge, that 


our "Tranſlators have rendered them very 


rightly, or compel them to confeſs, that it is 
not to be proved, that Chriſt was baptized, in 


or with Water, or, that his Apoſtles ever 


2 * Water-Baptiſm. Perhaps, the Reader 


may be ſomewhat ſtartled at this, and be 
afraid, that Countenance will be given to Qua- 


Leriſin by it. I muſt ſay, that I delight not to 


act te” Part, on the facred Scriptures, nor ; 
would I by any means do it, but to confirm 


Truth, and to ſhew our Brethren the Ten- 


dency of their Criticiſms, on Greet Prepoſi- 


tions. I allow, that & docs not always fignify 
in, but ſometimes near 70 * that amo ſignifies 
from, as well as out of; and, that s means 


to, as well as into. This is granting as much 
as can be defired. Now let us ſee what Uſe 


can be made hereof, on this Subject. IG 
begin with the firſt Prepofition ; ; it is ſaid, And 


were baptized of him, (e To lopdayy,) near 70 
Jordan +. Who can ſay with what they were 
baptized, (the Text does not inform us J if the 


Prepoſition is to be rendered near to, inſtead of 


in? Thus alſo, we ſhall not be able to deter- 


mine with what our Bleſſed Lord was baptized. 


if the ſecond n muſt be tranſlates 
fron, 


* EN 0 Toro; near to the Place. Voln ix, 41. 
＋ Matt. ii. 6. 


from ſome groundlſs Charges, &. 73 


From, as it is uſed, on the Subject of his Bap- 


tim. When he was baptized, he fraightzoay 
came up (amo Tov Toatos) from the Water, or 
up the rifing Ground *; as Dr. Guyſe wy. 
John might baptize Chriſt with Wine, or Oil, 


for ought the Text expreſſes, if He was not 
in the Water before, and in order to his Bap- 


tiſm, and ſo came up out of it when he was 
baptized. Likewiſe, the third Prepoſition, 


which is uſed concerning the Baptiſm of the 


Eunuch, will be attended with the ſame Ob- 


ſcurity, and we ſhall be left at an Uncertainty, 


with what Philip baptized him, if the Phraſe 
(eis Yowp) is bur Kr to the Water, inſtead of 
into the Water. Our Brethren, in thus criti- 


cizing upon, or playing with theſe Prepoſitions, 
make not the leaſt Advance towards the Diſ- 
covery of Truth. If this is of Service to any 


thing at all, it is Qzakeriſm. The whole 


Amount of their Endeavour, on this Subject, 
is, rendering it uncertain what the Mode of 
Baptiſm is, and what Liquid, whether Water, 

Mine, or Oil, was uſed, by the Apoſtles of 


Chriſt, in the Adminiſtration of that Ordi- 
nance ; for which, the Papiſts may think 


themſelves obliged unto them; becauſe it is 


ſaid, that they ſometimes baptize the Children 


- at great Perſons with Wine: And who can 


ſay, that John did not baptize Chriſt with 


Wine? Or, who can prove, that the Eunuch 
was baptized with Water, if he did not go 
don into the Water, in order to his Baptiſm, 


L and 
* Matt. ill. 16. | | 
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and come up out of it, when he was baptized, 
If he, with Philip, only went to the Side of 
the Water, before' his Baptiſm, and, after it, 
came from the Side of the Water, hew can it 
certainly be concluded, that he was baptized 


with Water? For both might be done, and, 
yet, he not be baptized with Water. Indeed, 
tit may be argued, that Phliß had recom- 


mended the Baptiſm of Water to him, and 
alſo informed him, that it was uſual to admi- 


conſiderable 
Quantity of Water was ; becauſe he fays, upon 


coming unto a certain Water, See, here is Water ; 


what doth hinder me to be haptized? But that 
will not prove the Certainty of his being bap- 


tized, with Water, if he did not go down into 


it, in order to his Baptiſm ; becauſe the Ac- 
count of his Baptiſm no further proves the Uſe 


of Water, therein, than it expreſſes his going 


to, or into the Water, in order to be baptized, 


and his coming up from it, or out of it, after 


the Adminiſtration of the Ordinanee upon 


him. Going to the Side of the Water, in 
order to be baptized, and coming from it, 


when he was baptized, is not a certain Proof, 
that Water was uſed in his Baptiſm : But, if 
he went down into the Water, with an Inten- 
tion to be baptized, and, accordingly, was 


baptized, in the Water, and if he came up 


out of the Water, after being baptized in it, 


no Doubt can be admitted, concerning the Uſe 


of Water in his Baptiſm ; becauſe, it is un- 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe, chat he went down into 
the 
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the Water, to be baptized with any other Li- 
quid: Nor could going to the Side of the 
Water be neceſſary, in order to be ſprinkled ; 
for, doubtleſs, his Attendants were able to 
tupply Philip with a ſufficient Quantity of that 
Water, for ſprinkling him, if they had any Veſ- 
ſels with them, in travelling; which is not to be 
doubted of. He, therefore, certainly went down 
into the Water, as the Greek Phraſe (eis To 


Tap) properly imports, and came vþ out of 


the Water, as the original Phraſe ( Tov 
Türe) properly ſignifies. Dr. Doddridge 
ſays, Confidering how frequently Bathing was 
Uſed, in thoſe hot Countries, it is not to be wwon- 
dered, that Baptiſm was generally adminiſtered 
by Immerſion, though TI ſee no Proof, that it 
dus efſential to the Infiiftution. It would be very 
unnatural to ſuppoſe, that they went dun to the 


Water, merely that Philip might take up a little 


Water in his Hand to pour on the Eunuch, A 
Per ſan of his Dignity had, no doubt, many 


Veſſels, in his Baggage, on juch a Tourney 
through jo deſart a Country; @ Precaution ab- 


ſolutely neceſſary for Travellers, in thoſe Parts, 
and never omitted by them, See Dr. Shaw's 
Travels, Fref. p. iv.“ It ſeems the Doctor 
0 : | L 2 thougnht, 


* Family Expoſitor ; the Note. on Acts viii. 37. It is as rea- 
ſonable to ſcruple the Uſe of Water in the Baptiſm of the 
Eunuch, as it is to doubt of his going down into the Water in 
order to it, and of his coming up out of the Water, when he 
was baptized ; for, »aT:Bnoav a1yorepm ee T, properly 
expreſſes his, and Philips going down into the Water, and 
_ ereByoar £4 Toy THeam; as properly expreſſes their coruiag up 
out of the Water; and, en an rw N, which 1s the 
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thought, that Baptiſm may be adminiſtered, 
either by dripping, or by ſprinkling. A credible 


Perſon, now living, informed me, that when 


he applied to the Doctor for Communion, he 
acquainted him, that he apprehended it was 
his Duty to be baptized, by Immerſion; to 
which he anſwered, that he had no Objection 


to it, and, that he could freely do it for him, 


only he thought it might not be well taken by 
his Friends, whoſe Mind, and Practice, were 


different. But, ſurely, the Mode of ſo ſolemn 


an Act of Worſhip, is not left undetermined by 


Chriſt ; which it moſt certainly is, if the Rea- 


ſoning and Criticiſms of our Brethren are juſt ; 
nor can it be certainly proved, that the Apoſtles 


uſed Water in Baptiſm. All they do, and attempt 


to do, in this Matter, is to reduce us unto an Un- 
certainty, reſpecting the Mode of Baptiſm, and 
| 1 what 


Phraſe uſed to expreſs the Action of Chriſt's coming up out of 


the Water, after his Baptiſm, means the ſame, Matt. iii. 16. 


As amo Tov Ogfaapov is the ſame with „ „ Oglaapman, 


Matt. viii. 3, 4. May not a Quaker, in ſome ſuch Way as this, 


attempt to elude the Evidence, that it was W-ter-Baptiſm, 


which the Eunuch defired, when he ſaid, See, here is Water, &c. t 
wiz, "TNA it is probable he was thirſty ; for which Reaſon the 
Sight of Water gave him Pleaſure, and, therefore, he ſaid thus, 
in an abrup. Manner, See, here is Water, without any View to 
Water-Baptiſm, and that it was the Baptiſm of the Spirit which 
he deſired. The Vanity of ſuch a Subterfuge would imme- 


| 'Y diately appear, if it was allowed, as it ought to be, that the 


Eunuch went down into the Water, in order to be baptized. It 


q muſt then be concluded, that it was Water-Baptiſm which he 


deſired, and which was adminiſtered on him. Unleſs our Bre- 
thren can produce a Greek Phraſe, which more properly ex- 


| preſſes the Action of going down into the Water, than that 
| which is uſed, his going down into the Water ought not to 
be called in queſtion: But that, I ſuppoſe, they will not pre- 


tend to do. 
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what Liquid was uſed in the Adminiſtration 


of it, whether Water, or ſomething elſe. They 
prove nothing; nor is their Manner of ar- 


guing calculated to prove any thing ; which 
ſufficiently diſcovers the great Impropriety of 


it. The Circumſtances of Baptiſm, as admi- 


niſtered by John, and by the Apoſtles of 


Chriſt, and the Places wherein it was admi- 
niſtered by them, will not allow us to think, 
that they adminiſtered it by . John 
baptized the Jews in the River Jordan“: But 


Dr. Guyſe thinks, that he could not baptize, by 


Immerſ;on, the prodigious Multiftudes who came 
to him, A large Number, indeed, being ex- 
cited by Curioſity came to hear him; but that 
vaſt Multitudes were baptized by him does not 
appear. If ſuch prodigious Multitudes were 


baptized by him, as the Doctor ſuppoſes, Wbat 


became of them? Were they Believers? If 


Believers, where were they when Chriſt was 
riſen? We have no Account of ſuch a pro- 
d1grous Number of Diſciples after Chriſt's Re- 


ſurrection: And yet, doubtleſs, ſome were 


converted by his Miniſtry, and the Miniſtry 


of his Apaſtles: and of the ſeventy-two Diſ- 


as Therefore, there is no Neceſſity for 
ſuppoſing, that ey ſtood in Ranks, near to, or 


jut within the Edge of the Water, and of Jobn's 
pafling along before them, and caſting Water 
upon their Heads, or Faces, with his Hands, 


or ſome proper Inſfirument, which the Doctor 
imagines he did F, not to Joon $ Honour, nor to 


* Matt. iii. 6. that 
+ Pradiical Expoſition ; the Note on Mast. in, 6. 
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chat of the Ordinance, which certainly requires 

far greater Solemnity, than ſuch a Manner of 
Adminiſtration would admit of ; for, Baptiſm 
is a very ſolemn Act of Worſhip, and ought 
not to be adminiſtered in ſuch a huddling Way. 
Beſides, thoſe whom he baptized made Con- 
feffion of their Sins; How, therefore, could 
Tohn baptize many Ti bouſands in a Day? which 
the Doctor ſuppoſes he might: If he did. 
there was but itte Solenmity, in their Confeſſion: 
and in his Manner of baptizing them, after 
they had confeſſed their Sins. 

. Chriſt calls his Sufferings a Baptiſta. 7 

Kine: ye our Lord, «a Baptiſm to be baptized! 
with; whereby his dolourous Sufferings arc 
intended. Now, the Adminiſtration of Bap- 
tiſm, by ſprinkling, or pouring a little Water 
on the Face, cannot be thought a it Embicy 
of his overwhe/ming Sorrows ; but Baptiſm by 
Immerfion may juſtly be accounted ſuch. And, 

8 therefore, we have folid Reaſon to e 
. dipping into Mater, and not ſprinkling with 
2 Water, is that Mode of Baptiſm, which Chriſt 
inſtituted. 

F . Baptiſm is a Repreſentation of the Bur 10 
1 and Neſurrection of Chriſt: Buried with him in 
I Baptiſm, wherein alſo you are riſen with bin, 
| through the Faith of the Operation of God. | 

| ſuppoſe it will be granted, that Baptiſm here 
1% means, the Baptiſcn of Water, or the Bep- 
_ tiſm of the Spirit. The latter cannot be meant 

if it be underſtood of the extraordinary Eitulion 


Jule xii. 30. 
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of the Spirit, becauſe this is common to all 
Believers, but that is not: Nor can it be 
meant of the Communication of the Spirit, in 
Regeneration, becauſe it is 7hrough Faith; for 
Faith follows upon that, and is not acted in 
it. And, therefore, Water - Baptiſm is in- 
tended ; which, when it is adminiſtered, &y 
Immerſion, is a proper Repreſentation of Chriſt's 8 
Burial and Refurrettion, as Biſhop Davenont 
obſerves, with whoſe Words I thall conclude : 
This Burial of the Body of Sins, or of the Old 
Man, is repreſented in Baptiſm, wvhen he who is 
to be baptized is put into Water, as the Reſur- 
rection is when he is brought out of it; for, in 
the antient Church, they not only wetted, but 
| 200 * thoſe in M. ater, whom they baptized *. 


In Baptiſmo defignatur hec Sepultura Corporis Pecca- 
torum, vel veteris Adami, cum in Aquam demittitur baptizan- 
dus; quemadmodum Reſurrectio cam educitur ; In veteri enim 
Ecclefia non tingebant ſolummodo; fed in Aquam immergebant 


05 J baptirabant. In Goof, ii. 12. 
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BOOKS written by JOHN BRINE. 


Vindication of ſome Truths of natural and 

revealed Religion: In Anſwer to the falſe 
Reaſoning of Mr. Tames Forfler, on various 
Subjects; viz. On Myſteries, On the Light of 
Nature, or Reaſon. On Miracles. Rules of 
Interpreting the Holy Scripture, On Hereſy. 
On Schiſm. On the Image of God in Man. 
Of Regeneration. On 600 no Reſpefter of 
Perſons. On God, not an Arbitrary Being. 
On Juſtiſication. On the Mediation of Cbriſt. 
To Which is added, a Dialogue between a 
Calviniſt, a Socinian, an Arminian, a Baxterian, 
and a Deift. Wherein the chief Arguments, 
for the Support of each Scheme, are advanced; 
and the moſt material Objections againſt Cal. 
viniſin are anſwered. In this Dialogue, the 
Reader may clearly diſcover the ſmall Dif. 
ference there is between Baxterianiſm and A. 
minianiſn; and how „ wp to 


Secinianiſin, and that to Deiſm/! N 


& Dales of ahi Piorine of ho Juſt | 
fication, from ſome Exceptions made to it by 
Mr. Bragge, and others. 


A Refutation of Arminian Principles Jett: 
vered in a Pamplet, intitledgg The Modern Oil 
tion concerning Rep, ntance and Faith, exammed 
with Candour, &c. In a Letter to a Friend. 


The Chriſtian Religion not deſtitute of Ar- 
guments ſufficient to ſupport it. In Anſwer © 
Chriſtianity not founded on Argument, 


The Nature of true fenen explained, | A 
Sermon, ; 
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